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On January 20th, 2021, President Donald Trump delivered his final speech 
at Joint Base Andrews before boarding Air Force One, leaving the 
Presidency and the fate of America in the corrupt hands of Joe Biden and his 
handlers. Like many, I was devastated and even more so, I was confused. It 
was obvious that the election of 2020 was rife with fraud even though the 
mainstream media has been diligent in emphasizing that it was the most 
secure election in history and that Joe Biden is the most popular “president” 
in history. 


None of this added up. As Pll show you in this series, Trump knew that the 
political establishment was using Covid-19 and the resulting push for mail- 
in ballots to cheat on a massive scale. Was Trump really going to let them 
get away with it? Was Trump going to allow America to fail without putting 
up areal fight? Did Trump just walk away after having his second term so 
obviously stolen from him? 


The answer to these questions has now become clear, and that answer is a 
resounding “NO!” 


The Devolution series outlines exactly how President Donald Trump used 
all the legal powers available to him as President of the United States and 
Commander in Chief of the United States Armed Forces to defeat the 
election theft. Donald Trump initiated a real Continuity of Government plan 
and left office on January 20th but his return is imminent. 


What is Devolution? 


The concept of Devolution is fundamental and part of the government's top- 
secret continuity of government plans. I will cover the continuity of 
government plans in detail in a future post. Check out this Newsweek article 
from 2020. While the report presents Devolution in the context of the 
pandemic, it still provides enough detail to prove that Devolution exists and 
was a topic explored by Trump. 


Above-Top Secret contingency plans already exist for what the military is 
supposed fo do If all the Constitutional successors are incapacitated. 
Standby orders were issued more than three weeks ago to ready these 
plans, not just to protect Washington but also to prepare for the possibility 


of some form of martial law. 


According to new documents and interviews with military experts, the 
various plans - codenamed Octagon, Freejack and Zodiac — are the 


underground laws to ensure government continuity. They are so secret 


that under these extraordinary plans, "devolution could circumventithe 
normal Constitutional provisions for government succession, and military 


commanders could be placed in control around America. 
From the Newsweek Article 


The article was published March 18, 2020, and claims, "Standby orders 
were issued more than three weeks ago to ready these plans...". That means 
in February of 2020. Trump had ordered the military to review and prepare 
the continuity of government plans. I think the timeline of this is essential. 


Note this article regarding a "fringe theory" being thrown around by Senator 
Tom Cotton and notice the date of February 17, 2020. 


Sen. Tom Cotton (R-Ark.) repeated a fringe theory 
suggesting that the ongoing spread of a coronavirus 1s 
connected to research in the disease-ravaged epicenter of 


Wuhan, China. 


Cotton referenced a laboratory in the city, the Wuhan 
National Biosafety Laboratory, in an interview on Fox 
News's “Sunday Morning Futures.” He said the lab was near 
a Market some scientists inihally thought was a starting 


point for the virus’s spread. 


“We dont know where it originated, and we have to get to 


the bottom of that,” Cotton said. “We also kiowthatjustia 











infectious diseases. 


A "theory" stating the virus originated from a biosafety lab pops up around 
the same time Trump is ordering the military to prepare continuity of 
government plans. Today we know that this "theory" is almost certainly true. 
It's safe to assume military intelligence was all over this at the time, even 


though Trump didn't publicly state that he had seen evidence that the virus 
came from the lab until May 1, 2020. 


Asked if he had seen anything giving him a high degree of confidence that the Wuhan Institute of 


/irology was the source of the outbreak, the president replied, "Yes, I have." 





There is so much disinformation still surrounding the Covid-19 pandemic 
and that is by design. Was it an accident? Was it a bio-weapon? Depending 
on the platform you use, you may not even be allowed to ask those 
questions. However the answer to those questions is key to the Devolution 
theory because it was the launching pad for the theft of the 2020 election 
and ultimately the pretext for Trump having our military prepare for 
Devolution. 


Covid-19 


If you look objectively at Trump's handling of China, his policies were pro- 
American rather than the pro-China approach of previous administrations. In 
August of 2017, he directed the Office of the United States Trade 
Representative to investigate Chinese economic practices. Their 

subsequent report attacked many aspects of China's monetary policy. 


Trump began imposing tariffs on Chinese products referencing "a trade 
deficit of $500 Billion a year with Intellectual Property Theft of another 
$300 Billion." (Ill cover this IP theft in a future post) These tariffs led to a 
"trade war" that culminated in the Phase One trade deal signing on January 
15 of 2020. 


Why is that date important? Because the very next day, Trump’s 
impeachment trial in the senate began. 


Think back to August 2019. 


The pressure is building on the Biden family for their ties to Ukraine and 
China. It almost feels like Durham would drop the hammer any day on the 
Obama administration for Spygate. The "Whistle-blower" comes forward 
with the quid-pro-quo accusation, and an impeachment inquiry in the House 
of Representatives is underway. However, with a Republican majority in the 
Senate and no evidence of a quid-pro-quo, everybody knows the President 
will be acquitted. 


The America-first platform Trump campaigned on was working. The 
economy was booming. He was winning the “trade war” with China. None 
of the scandals thrown at him had stuck. He was unscathed through 
Impeachment. Along with the other two most significant threats to America 
(Democrats and the media), China was desperate to get Trump out of 


office. China favored a Biden presidency, and as found on Hunter Biden's 
Laptop; they would have an equity stake in the Biden administration. 


Although the fake polls said otherwise, the Democrats appeared to have 
little chance in 2020. The momentum was palpable. The only way the 
democrats would be able to win the election was to steal it. 


How convenient that Covid-19 would present them such an opportunity. 


Now you can decide for yourself whether the leak was intentional or not, 
but what did PDJT himself say? 


What did President Trump say? 





Speaking to reporters in the Oval Orfice of the White House on Wednesday, Mr 
Trump said: "We went through the worst attack we've ever had on our country, 
this is worst attack we've ever had. 


"This is worse than Pearl Harbor, this is worse than the World Trade Center. 
There's never been an attack like this. 


"And it should have never happened. Could've been stopped at the source, 
Coula've been stopped in China. It should've been stopped right at the source. 
And it wasn't." 


“We went through the worst attack we’ve ever had on our country”. 
OOOOOOeeeeeeeeaannnanayeonananaojTleeeee eee oooeesww LSJ 
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The Election 


Everything about the election of 2020 was controversial. Sitting Presidents 
don’t gain votes and not get re-elected. Obama had 3 million less votes and 
was re-elected with a total of almost 66 million votes. Trump gained almost 
12 million votes and lost with a total of over 74 million votes. It was evident 
Covid-19 was a pretext for mass numbers of mail-in voting. A famous 
politician once said: 


"Mail-in ballots are extremely susceptible to fraud" - Jerry "Pampers" 
Nadler 


DEMOCRACY ACT 





Local Democrat officials and RINOs unconstitutionally changed election 
laws in swing states to create more mail-in voting. 


Trump saw this coming a mile away. 


US President Donald Trump has warned his fellow Republicans their 
opponents may "steal" November's election, as his party anointed him as 
their candidate. 


"They're using Covid to defraud the American people," Mr Trump told 
delegates on the first day of the party convention in North Carolina. 


He repeated an untrue claim that mail-in ballots could lead to voter fraud. 


An unprecedented number of Americans are expected to vote by mail as a 
result of the coronavirus pandemic. 


httos://www.bbc.com/news/election-us-2020-53898142 


President Trump on Monday further cast doubt on the U.S. election 
process, claiming falsely that the only way he would lose in November is if 
the election is “rigged.” 


Trump made the remark at the end of a speech to supporters in Oshkosh, 


Wis., on Monday afternoon as he implored them to vote. It'félléwsimonths 





https://thehill.com/homenews/administration/512424-trump-the-only-way-we-are-going- 





to-lose-this-election-is-if-the 


There are thousands of examples out there just like these and even a few 
prior to 2020: 





v 


\ore reports of voting machines switching Romney votes to 
Obama. Pay close attention fo the machines, don't /et your vote 


be stolen 


— Donald J. Trump (@realDonaldTrump) November 6, 2012 


siaineaali Washington (CNN) — President-elect Donald Trump alleged Sunday, without 
Trump won the Electoral College  @vidence, that “millions of people” voted illegally for Hillary Clinton and 

otherwise he would have won the popular vote, It's an unprecedented allegation 
But he trails Clinton inthe popular + ‘Dy a president-elect. 


vote by about two million 
Trump won the Electoral College and thus the White House, but the Democratic 


nominee leads him in the popular vote by about two million ballots. 


“In addition to winning the Electoral College in a landslide, | won the popular vote if you deduct the millions of 
people who voted illegally,” Trump tweeted, 


https://www.cnn.com/2016/11/27/politics/donald-trump-voter-fraud-popular- 
vote/index.html 


So what do you do as President when you know fraudulent activity runs 
rampant through our federal elections? You take action. Everybody 
underestimated Trump during the 2016 election. There was still fraud, but 
he was able to overcome it. They were underprepared because they believed 
their own fake polls and thought Trump had no chance. He knew just like 
everybody else, that cheating was their only path to victory so he prepared 
for it. 


On May 11, 2017, he established the Presidential Advisory Commission on 
Election Integrity. 


Sec. 3. Mission. The Commission shall, consistent with applicable law, study the 
registration and voting processes used in Federal elections. The Commission shall 
be solely advisory and shall submit a report to the President that identifies the 


following: 


(a) those laws, rules, policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance the 
American people’s confidence in the integrity of the voting processes used in 


Federal elections; 


(b) those laws, rules, policies, activities, strategies, and practices that undermine 
the American people’s confidence in the integrity of the voting processes used In 


Federal elections; and 


(c) those 








In September, he signed an Executive Order Imposing Certain Sanctions in 
the Event of Foreign Interference in a United States Election. 


In November of 2018, he created the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure 
Security Agency. 


Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency 


Original release date: November 19, 2018 | Last revised: November 20, 2018 
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On November 16, 2018, the President signed into law the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency Act of 2018. This Act 
elevates the mission of the former Department of Homeland Security (DHS) National Protection and Programs Directorate 
(NPPD) and establishes the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA). CISA is responsible for protecting the 
Nation's critical infrastructure from physical and cyber threats, a mission that requires effective coordination and collaboration 
among a broad spectrum of government and private sector organizations. 


In December of 2019 Trump created the Space Force. 


I will cover his time in office in detail in a future post but these actions 
signify that Trump was proactively taking steps to deter an election theft. 


The Actual Theory 


President Trump, with assistance from the United States Military, caught our 
foreign adversaries aiding the democrats with the theft of an election. This is 
bigger than just mere corruption and scandal. 


This is war. 


They let Biden assume office but it doesn’t mean anything. Any damage 
done can and will be reversed. They are basically playing house. Their time 
“in office” will only lead to more people wanting Trump back. Biden has no 
meaningful operational control over the military (I will cover that in a future 
post) and they won’t let any real harm come to us while the battlefield is 
prepped for whatever reveal is coming. 


If you look at actions Trump took leading up to the election he was prepared 
for anything the democrats might pull. Our military intelligence (Space 
Force) monitored and captured the true vote count. I believe the audits will 
be eye-opening and kick everything off. 


“If Trump had the vote count, why didn’t he do anything? Why haven’t 
we seen any “real” proof of voter fraud”? 


Covid changed everything. When Trump said Covid was an attack, he stated 
that it was "worse than Pearl Harbor." If PDJT had information that the 
Democrats would steal the election with help from China, that would be 
considered an act of war. Do you think that is something Trump would 
allow? Would our military let China install a puppet as President? We 
prepared for Devolution after gathering information on the lab leak and 
activated it sometime between November 3rd and January 20th. 


“It’s too late, the electoral college voted for Biden”... “there is no legal 
precedent outlined in the constitution for him to be reinstated”.. Blah 
Blah Blah. 


We are in a completely unprecedented situation. 


If the military came out tomorrow and showed you definitive proof that 
China assisted the democrats in stealing the election, would you say, "oh 
well, no precedent. Can you show me to my assigned gulag?" or would you 
say "F&@% that, this can’t be allowed to stand." Trump chose the latter. 


We need to step back and review everything that has happened since the 
release of Covid. Our enemies conspired to attack the U.S.A. with a 


bioweapon to steal an election with one of our political parties. That is the 
actual coup. 


We've been thinking too small. 
Do you know who hasn't been thinking too small? 


President Donald John Trump 


“T like thinking big. I always have. To me it’s very simple: if you're 
going to be thinking anyway, you might as well think big. Most people 
think small, because most people are afraid of success, afraid of making 
decisions, afraid of winning. And that gives people like me a great 
advantage, My” 

— Donald J. Trump, Trump: The Art of the Deal 


Devolution - Part 2 The Defense 
Intelligence Agency and the Defector 


Patel Patriot 
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This is part 2 of my ongoing Devolution series. If you haven’t read Part 1, 
please do so before continuing any further. If you’d like some daily chatter 
about devolution and many other topics from folks waiting for Trump to 
come back, join us here https://t.me/patelpatriotchat 


The Defense Intelligence Agency 


The Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) is the intelligence branch of the 
United States Military. Their mission is to "Provide intelligence on foreign 
militaries to prevent & decisively win wars." The director is "a principal 
adviser to the Secretary of Defense." They typically serve 3-year terms. The 
current director, Lieutenant General Scott D. Berrier, was appointed by 
DJT and confirmed by the Senate on July 30th, 2020. The DIA is similar to 
the CIA, but note this crucial distinction between the two agencies: 


What is the difference between the Defense Intelligence Agency and the Central Intelligence Agency? DIA and CIA are both 


members of the IC. However, while the CIA is focused on providing inteligence to the President and his Cabinet. we in the DIA are 


The CIA primarily provides intelligence to the president and his cabinet and 
the DIA provides intelligence for COMBAT RELATED MISSIONS. 
Conflicting Reports 


Jennifer Van Laar of Redstate published the first of 5 articles about the 
Chinese Defector on June 4th. I will be discussing information from the first 
3. 


RedState Story 1 
RedState Story 2 
RedState Story 3 


According to the reporting, Vice Minister Dong Jingwei of the Ministry of 
State Security (MSS) defected from China to the United States on Feb 10th, 
of 2021. Dong was previously the chief of counterintelligence for the MSS. 
If true, Mr. Jingwei would be the highest-level Chinese defector in history. 
It would be as if General Flynn when he was the Director of the DIA, 
defected to China with all of our military intelligence secrets. 


The CCP has claimed that Dong is still in China. They released a picture of 
him from a meeting that supposedly took place on June 24th. 
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16TH MEETING OF THE SECURITY COUNCIL SECRETARIES 
OF THE SHANGHAI COOPERATZON ORGANIZATION MEMBER STATES 
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Although the free weds can undoubtedly trust China (sarcasm), I bie my 
doubts that they're telling the truth in this matter. India has claimed that 


there was no representation from China at that specific meeting. 


Besides Doval and Yusuf, the meeting was attended by Asset Issekeshev of 

Kazakhstan, Marat Imankulov of the Kyrgyz Republic, Nikolai Patrushev of Russia, 
Nasrullo Mahmudzoda of Tajikistan, Bobur Usmanov of Uzbekistan, and Regional 
Anti Terrorism Structure (RATS) Director Jumakhon Giyosov. However therelwas 


qovepremnistionismnGhinsimiiemmest 


Some claim the photo is photoshopped. I believe it is a real picture, just not 
from the the meeting China claims. Instead, I think we are looking at a 
photograph taken during a forum in 2020. 


Kee TP i Me ho 
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CHINA FORUM ON INTERNATIONAL LEGAL COOPERATION (2020) 
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The carpeting and chairs appear to be the same, but there is very little 
information online about this particular forum, and this is the only picture I 
could find that prove it happened. China's effort to dispel the rumors of 
Dong's defection have fallen short. China could interview him live on 
camera and “save face’. Instead, we have a questionable photo and nothing 
else. Regardless, as this article says: 


‘The CCP has never admitted any defection of its MSS officers,” Dr. Han 
Lianchao, a former Chinese foreign ministry official who defected after the 
1989 Tiananmen Square massacre, told SpyTalk in an email on Monday. 


Shortly after the picture was released by China, the Biden administration 
came out saying the reports of Dong’s defection were not true. 


But on Tuesday a U.S. official reached out to say reports of Dong's defection 


“were fdt'true! Speaking strictly on terms of anonymity, the official declined 
to elaborate further, including on Dong’s present whereabouts, only hinting 


that the counterspy remains in China. 


, the official said. Asked why 


the Biden administration was reaching out to knock down rumors of a high 





level defection—normally an ultra-sensitive issue—the official said, “that's 
more of a policy question”and referred SpyTalk to the White House. A 
spokesperson for the National Security Council did not respond to a request 
for comment. 


“We can’t confirm or deny where he is exactly” but the response was 

“Definitive, a closed issue”... “game, set, match’. In other words “we have 

no idea where he is but China told us to say we don’t have him”. 

_ aT | 
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The Biden Administration 

Some of the information Dong reportedly brought with him was proof that 
Covid-19 was a bioweapon that was intentionally released. Think about the 
change in narrative that has occurred on Covid-19. Why isn’t our savior Dr. 
Fauci being rammed down our throats via the lame-stream media? He’s 
been virtually blacklisted and his ties to the Wuhan lab exposed. We weren’t 
allowed to discuss the possibility of a lab leak until recently. The FBI even 
received intelligence previously from Dr. Li-Meng Yan showing 
connections to the Wuhan Lab. She was ignored and the possibility of a lab 


leak decried as a conspiracy theory. Why would they now change their 
story? 


Why on May 27th did Biden order the intelligence community to look into 


the origin of covid-19? As the article said, the Biden administration “this 
spring shut down a state department investigation into whether the virus 
could have leaked from a Wuhan lab, deeming the probe an ineffective use 
of resources.” Trump started the state department investigation. Biden 
terminated it. Now he backtracks and has the IC looking into the origin 
again? 

It was as if somebody who knew the facts was pressuring them to correct the 
story—corroborating reports that the DIA has challenged the FBI and CIA 
with information received from Dong. 


It's only in the last three to four weeks that anyone outside DIA 
knew aboutithedefectoraccording t o RedState’s sources. Prior to 
that time, DIA was vetting the information provided and confronting 
Langley officials with what they'd learned without divulging the 
Source. 


In March, Secretary of State Anthony Blinken met with his Chinese 
counterparts in Alaska. This meeting took place one month after Dong 
Jingwei reportedly defected. The talks were hostile. Here is the Transcript of 
the US-China opening remarks. What everybody has missed about these 
"hostile" public remarks is the actual cause of them. Publicly China told the 
United States to stay out of China's "Internal affairs." Privately, The CCP 
demanded that the US hand over Dong. 


RedState’s sources say that Chinese officials did demand that the 
United States return Dong, but Blinken didn’t exactly refuse; atthat 





the sources say, and told China that the US didn't have Dong. 


“Blinken wasn’t aware that Dong was with the US Government”. The DIA 
has had Dong since February and nobody outside of the DIA knew about it. 
That includes “‘President’’ Biden, the so-called commander-in-chief of the 
United States armed forces. How is it possible that the United States 
President was unaware of the highest level defector in history ? Maybe this 
is why. 


RedState’s sources say that’s partially true. FBI Director 
Christopher Wray was ‘ambushed’ with the information, they say, 


and Langley was alsounaware. Sources say DIA leadership kept 


the defector within their Clandestine Services network to prevent 
Langley and the State Department from accessing the person, 


whose existence Was\kept fromothenagencies/because DIA: 


DIA and Devoultion 


DIA leadership (Trump appointed Lt. Gen Berrier) believes there are 
“Chinese spies or sources inside the FBI, CIA, and several other federal 
agencies.” He has proof. The defector brought “terabytes” of data with him. 
Included in that data is the “names of Chinese Spies working in the US” and 
“Names of US Citizens who provide intel to China” as well as Hunter “(and 
Joe’s) business dealings with Chinese entities.” 





In addition, Dong has provided DIA with the following information: 


« Early pathogenic studies of the virus we now know as SARS- 
Cov-2 

« Wlodels of predicted COVID-19 spread and damage to the US 
and the world 

« Financial records detailing which exact organizations and 
governments funded the research on SARS-CoV-2 and other 
biological warfare research 





Dong also has provided DIA with copies of the contents of the hard 
drive on Hunter Biden's laptop, showing the information the 
Chinese government has about Hunter's pornography problem and 
abaut his (and Joe's) business dealings with Chinese entities. 
some of the files on Dong has provided shine a light on just how it 
was that the sale of Henniges Automotive (and their stealth 
technology) to Chinese military manufacturer AVIC Auto was 
approved. 

The implications here are MASSIVE. The DIA (the principal source of 
intelligence for COMBAT RELATED MISSIONS) kept the defector a 


secret because the President was implicated by the information the defector 
provided. 


Here is another nugget from Dr. Han Lianchao, 


Dong “was last seen in public in September 2020,” Han told SpyTalk last 
week. Dong’s photos have been deleted by the Chinese search engine Baidu, 
according to some Chinese-language news reports abroad. 


Is it possible he has been here since long before February? I believe Trump 
had a role in this, and the defector provided information that helped prove 
the election theft. Why would a Chinese defector come to the United 
States in February with information implicating President Biden, 
knowing there are CCP spies everywhere? He would be sent back or 
disappeared. He either came before Biden took office, and the military has 
kept his presence quiet, OR he came in February as reported, knowing for 
certain the military would protect him by not telling the Biden 
administration. Both scenarios point to Devolution. 


Final thought 


Again, according to sources, Dong told’ DIA debriéfersithatatleast 
a third of Chinese students attending US universities are PLA 
‘assets Or part of the Thousand Talents Plan and that many of the 


students are here under pseudonyms. One reason for using 
pseudonyms Is that many of these students are the children of 
high-ranking military and party leaders. 


I did a quick google search for how many Chinese students attend US 
universities. 


Colleges and universities in the United States are still a popular study destination for 
Chinese students, with over 372thousand choosing to take courses there in the 2019/20 
academic year. 


That means at minimum, China has 124,000 college aged assets scattered 
across our country. They have way more than just college aged assets here. 
China has an army within our borders. They have infiltrated and 
compromised nearly everything. That is why it is taking so long for Trump 
to make his reveal. That is why there has been an insane level of military 
spy aircrafts over the United States (Monkey Werx). Trump and the military 
are trying to neutralize as much of the threat as possible to minimize the 
fallout. Our enemy will fight tooth and nail to hold on to their power, but 


Trump and our military are preparing to deliver a death blow and they have 
the help of defector Dong Jingwei. 


Devolution is Real. 
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Notes 


Part 4 will cover my personal theory of exactly how Donald John Trump not 
only implemented Devolution, but is still, constitutionally, the President of 
the United States. I even have precedent to back it up. Don’t miss the first 
read on FRIDAY on RET 


I apologize but this article may get confusing at times. I did my best to 
connect the dots as clearly as I could. If you have any questions or would 
just like to engage in some Devolution talk, feel free to join my telegram 


and ask away: https://t.me/patelpatriotchat 


Last note before diving in. I originally wanted to cover Mike Pence and 
William Barr in this article but it turned out to be much longer than I 
expected so I will cover them in some other future post. 


Here We go 


Continuity of Operations and Continuity of Government 


Continuity of operations (COOP) planning has been utilized by the United 
States since the Cold War as an effort to preserve the continuity of 
government (COG) in the event of a Nuclear Attack. Executive order 12656 
laid the ground work and defined what a constitutes as a national security 
emergency. 


Executive Order 12656. E.0. 12656, Assignment of Emergency 
Preparedness Responsibilities was issued November 18, 1988 by President Ronald 
Reagan.” It assigns national security emergency preparedness responsibilities to 
federal departments and agencies. E.0. 12656 defines a national security emergency 
as “any occurrence, including natural disaster, military attack, technological 
emergency, or other emergency, that seriously degrades or seriously threatens the 
national security of the United States. '* 


In July of 2016, Barack Obama signed the still classified Presidential Policy 
Directive 40 (PPD-40). In accordance with PPD-40, each department was to 
maintain continuity programs. “Agencies were ordered to have not just a 
line of succession but also one of "devolution," a duplicate chain of 
individuals secreted outside Washington available in a catastrophic 
emergency. Devolution involves "procedures to transfer statutory authority 
and responsibilities" to this secondary designated staff to sustain essential 
functions.” 


Even though every federal government agency and department has COG and 
COOP plans, the Devolution that President Trump initiated was done 
through the Military and the Department of Defense for one primary reason. 


Remember, I fully believe that we are at War. 


Not the war you picture in your head involving thousands of troops clashing 
on a battlefield. This war is clandestine in nature. It involves cyber warfare, 
information warfare, electronic warfare, intelligence warfare, space warfare 
and I also believe biological warfare (Covid). The only option at Trump’s 
disposal was to initiate Devolution using our military. Pll explain why 
Devolution was the only option in Part 4. For now, we will focus on the 
Department of Defense. 


Department of Defense 


As their website says, “The mission of the Department of Defense 1s to 
provide the military forces needed to deter war and ensure our nation's 
security.” The Secretary of Defense oversees the Defense Department and 
acts as the principal defense policymaker and adviser. Here is a simplified 
version of the United States National Command Authority. 





Cp) THIRD WAY 


National Command Authority 


Secretary of Defense 









National Security| — — 
Council 





Military Departments Unified Commands | | Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Army | Navy | Air Force 


‘ Trains and equips ‘ Conducts operations ‘ Plans and coordinates 





If Trump is going to pull off Devolution using the military he has to have 
the right man at the top of the “food chain” as his Secretary of Defense. Just 
two days after the Associated Press declared Joe Biden as the winner of the 
2020 presidential election, Donald Trump promoted that man. 





Meet Christopher C. Miller. The “former” Acting Secretary of Defense (Sec 


Def Miller), was promoted by President Donald J. Trump on November 9th, 
2020. 


Director Miller served in the military from 1983-2014, He began his military career as an enlisted 
Infantryman in the Army Reserve in 1963 and also served in the District of Columbia National Guard as 
a Military Policeman. He was commissioned as an Infantry Lieutenant in 1987. In 1993, he transferred 
to Special Forces. Director Miller participated in the intial combat operations in Afghanistan in 2001 and 
Iraq in 2003 with the 5" Special Forces Group (Airborne), in addition to many follow-on deployments to 
both theaters. he also has extensive inter-agency and joint special operations experience. 


Atter retirement, Director Miler worked as a defense contractor providing Clandestine Special 
Operations and Intelligence expertise directly to the Under Secretaries of Defense for Intelligence and 
Policy. 


One of his last assignments as an Army officer was as Director for Special 
Operations and Irregular Warfare within the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense for Special Operations/Low-Intensity Conflict 
(ASD (SO/LIC)). Keep that in mind because it will come up a lot. 


The (ASD (SO/LIC)) is responsible for the overall supervision of Special 
Operations and Low-Intensity Conflict activities. In other words the (ASD 


(SO/LIC)) oversees the entire United States Special Operations Command 
(USSOCOM). Here are the USSOCOM core activities: 


e Direct Action 

e Special Reconnaissance 

e Unconventional Warfare 

e Foreign Internal Defense 

e Civil Affairs Operations 

e Counterterrorism 

e Military Information Support Operations 

e Counter-proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destruction 
e Security Force Assistance 


e Counterinsurgency 


e Hostage Rescue and Recovery 
e Foreign Humanitarian Assistance 


The one I want to focus on is Foreign Internal Defense: “Activities that 
support a Host Nation's internal defense and development (IDAD) strategy, 
designed to protect against subversion, lawlessness, insurgency, terrorism, 
and other threats to their internal security, and stability, and legitimacy.” 
Doesn’t that sound relevant? 


Sec Def Miller began working for the Trump administration in March of 
2018, serving various roles within the National Counterterrorism Center. He 
became Director of the NCC in August of 2020, a position he held until his 
promotion to Acting Secretary of Defense. While with the National 
Counterterrorism Center, he had a brief stint (June 19, 2020-August 7, 2020) 
where he was “Performing the Duties of (ASD (SO/LIC)) until he was 
replaced by Ezra Cohen-Watnick. 


Lost yet? 


Within days his promotion to Sec Def, Christopher Miller and Trump began 
making moves within the DoD and Pentagon that many considered unusual. 
On November 10th, Anthony Tata was promoted to Senior Official 
Performing the duties of the Undersecretary of Defense for Policy. The 
USD(P) happens to be the primary coordinator for Department of Defense 
Directive 3020.26 which “establishes DoD continuity policy and assigns 
responsibilities for its implementation.” 


Anthony Tata 





Senior Official Performing the Duties of 
Under Secretary of Defense for Policy 


In office 
November 10, 2020 -— January 20, 2021 


2.1. UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR POLICY (USD(P)). The USD(P) is the 
Principal Staff Assistant (PSA) and advisor to the Secretary of Defense and the Deputy Secretary 
of Defense on COOP and COG, in accordance with DoD Directive (DoDD) 5111.1. In addition 
to the responsibilities in Paragraphs 2.13., 2.14., and 2.15, the USD(P); 


b, Servesas the DoD Continuity Coofdinator in accordance with Presidential Policy 
Directive-40) (PPD-40) 


c. Serves as the DoD primary point of contact to other federal departments and agencies for 
continuity matters. 


d. Coordinates DoD continuity planning, capabilities, activities, and exercises with national 
continuity and homeland secunty efforts, 


e. Provides strategic guidance and policy direction for, and oversees planning, programming, 
budgeting, and execution of, DoD) continuity programs. 


f, Develops supporting DoD) issuances and guidance, as required, to implement the 
provisions of national continuity policy and this directive. 


In other words, one of the very first positions filled after Chris Miller 
became Acting Secretary of Defense, was the position that “Develops DoD 
policy and provides oversight for Continuity of Operations and Continuity 
of Government”. 


Tata is also an author who writes “Tom Clancy-style military thrillers”. He 
published a book in November of 2019 entitled “Double Crossfire”. The 
book has an interesting description - “In the most shocking scenario of our 
time, former Brigadier General Anthony J. Tata takes you inside a brilliantly 
conceived, brutally executed plot to overthrow our government -- from 
within”. 


We’ll just call one that a coincidence. 


David Norquist 





David Norquist already serving as the Deputy Secretary of Defense from 
July 31 - Feb 8 of 2021. His role was to oversee the day to day operations as 
well as manage the DoD budget. Prior to that role he was essentially the 
“CFO” of the DoD. He oversaw the first ever department-wide financial 
audit of $2.7 Trillion in assets. I mention him for two reasons. First, as 
somebody who knows the DoD finances inside and out, he is the type of guy 
you would need if you’re looking to fund Special Operations that you don’t 
want anybody to know about. Second, you’re going to see a memo shortly 
that he sent out which to me proves he was involved with Devolution. 


November 11th, 2020 involved the promotion of two more Trump allies: 
Kashyap Patel (my pseudo-namesake), and Ezra Cohen-Watnik. Each 
deserving of their own chapter in this story. 


Kash Patel 





Kash Patel was promoted to Chief of Staff for Acting Sec Def Miller. He 
played a major role in uncovering the corruption of the Democrat party 
during both Spygate and the Ukraine Scandal. He is a lawyer who was a 
legal liaison to the Joint Special Operations Command. It was even rumored 
he was being considered to lead the CIA to replace Gina Haspel. As Chief of 
Staff for Sec Def Miller, Patel would have been intimately involved with the 
operations planning. He was also designated to lead the DoD’s coordination 
with Biden’s transition team. (More on that shortly). 


Ezra Cohen-Watnick 





Ezra Cohen-Watnick was promoted to fill the role of the Undersecretary of 
Defense for Intelligence (UDI), the top Pentagon civilian overseeing 
intelligence. While in this role, he also continued to serve as the Acting 
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special Operations and Low- 
Intensity Conflict (ASD (SO/LIC)). He was working as both the UDI and 
the ASD (SO/LIC) from November 11th - January 20th. 


Guess who the directly reports to the UDI? The director of the Defense 
Intelligence Agency (DIA). If you’re not sure why that is relevant go back 
and read Part 2 of my Devolution series. 


Ezra was first brought into the NSC by General Michael T. Flynn. He has 
experience with the DIA, CIA, Defense Clandestine Service, and the NSC. 


He was also appointed by Trump to chair the Public Interest Declassification 
Board in December of 2020, a position that would prove useful if you 
wanted to timely release previously classified information to the public. 


I know this is confusing but I promise I’m going somewhere with this. 
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Don't forget to subscribe to the 
Patel Patriot Newsletter 


to stay up to date on 


the Devolution Series! 


Support Patel Patriot 
_ TT | 
Special Operations and Low-Intensity Conflict 


On November 18th 2020, Sec Def Miller signed this memorandum 
designating the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special Operations 


and Low-Intensity Conflict (ASD (SO/LIC)) as a “principle staff 
assistant” which would report directly to The Secretary of Defense and 
Deputy Secretary of Defense. 


So Ezra Cohen Watnick would be reporting directly to Sec Def Miller. 


Even more interesting was the memo released shortly thereafter by Deputy 


Sec Def Norquist titled “Development of an Implementation Plan for a 
Direct Reporting Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special Operations and 
Low-Intensity Conflict”. 


DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 


1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, GC 20301-1016 


DEC - 3 2020 





MEMORANDUM FOR CHIEF MANAGEMENT OFFICER OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 

DEFENSE 

CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR POLICY 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (COMPTROLLER)/CHIEF 
FINANCIAL OFFICER OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

COMMANDER, U.S. SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND 

GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR SPECIAL 
OPERATIONS AND LOW-INTENSITY CONFLICT 

DIRECTOR, WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERVICES 


SUBJECT: Development of an Implementation Plan for a Direct Reporting Assistant Secretary 
of Defense for Special Operations and Low-Intensity Conflict 


On November 18, 2020, the Acting Secretary of Defense signed a memorandum 
designating the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special Operations and Low Intensity Conflict 
(ASD SO/LIC) as a principal staff assistant reporting directly to the Secretary of Defense and 
Deputy Secretary of Defense, The Acting Secretary’s memorandum also removed the ASD 
SO/LIC and Office of ASD SO/LIC from the Office of the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Policy (OUSD(P)). 


As a next step, the Acting Secretary's memorandum provides for the presentation of a 
detailed implementation plan for approval by the Secretary or Deputy Secretary of Defense. To 





The implementation plan is to cover the following topics: 


* Budget authority. ASD SO/LIC will receive its own topline guidance, and submit 
its own Program Objective Memorandum and Budget Estimate Submission. 





L ‘ ' 
'SO/LIC) The implementation plan will address the alignment of specific Deputy 
Assistant Secretaries of Defense under either the ASD SO/LIC or an ASD within the 
OUSD(P). 





« ASD SO/LIC role with respect to USSOCOM. The implementation plan will 
address the ASD SO/LIC role with respect to oversight and management of the special 
Ta including acquisition oversight 








and p riceitizntion 
- information technology: and financial management. 


* Resources for the Office of the ASD SO/LIC. The implementation plan must 
identify the organizational structure and resources necessary to perform assigned roles 
effectively consistent with applicable law, including limitations on the size of the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense. It must include timelines and milestones for assumption of 
additional roles. 


| look forward to your support on this. 


Why is this significant? Because this 1s the who 1s running Devolution right 
now! 


Check out this screenshot from DJT’s Federal Mission Resilience (FMR) 
Strategy he released on December 30th (I’m going to go into the FMR 
shortly). It describes how our Spec ops are operating a Devolution of 
government right now. 


The routine and regular performance of “Assess” and “Distribute” managed through a 
governance structure which reinforces accountability at all levels of government 
Sustainment depends on the successful conduct of Assessment and Distribution. 


“Sustain” refers to the ability to continue the direction and perlormance of essential fi functions 
and services to | 






is. Sustainment throughout disruption can be implemented at 
proactively distributed operational locations, devolution locatioiis, or through other mitigation 
effort Under day-to-day operations, sustainment could be carried out at multiple distributed 





Special Operations and Low intensity units perform small-scale covert, and 
clandestine operations. At the time of this memo, the Acting (ASD 
(SO/LIC)) is Ezra Cohen-Watnick. Ezra is also the UDI. 


He is the top civilian official overseeing our Military Intelligence AND top 
civilian official overseeing our Special Operations forces. 


He has just been designated to directly report to Sec Def Miller, the most 


recent (ASD (SO/LIC)). 


Remember earlier I told you Miller’s last role with the army was as Director 
for Special Operations and Irregular Warfare within the Office of the (ASD 
(SO/LIC)). Sec Def Miller knows the ins and outs of the Special Operations 
Command. He has personally led some of the Units. He trusts them because 
he is one of them. 


Sec Def Miller was asked to implement something that had never been done 
before. The fate of the United States of America is hanging in the balance 
based on the success of this one operation. He literally had the weight of the 
world on his shoulders. 


So he turned to the people he knew he could trust to get the job done. These 
units specialize in “protecting against subversion, lawlessness, insurgency, 
terrorism, and other threats to their internal security, and stability, and 
legitimacy.” This is exactly the group you want to run a Devolution 
operation. 


I believe the implementation plan meetings beginning in the week of Nov 
30th was the implementation of Devolution. It’s no wonder Sec Def Miller 
made these off-script comments to VP Mike Pence at the 1st anniversary of 
Space Force: 


“We've been through some stuff, we’ve gone through some of the most 
complex military operations this country has ever conducted and your steady 
hand and your leadership during those was a great source of strength for 
me”’. 


He had only been in his position for a little over a month. If it wasn’t 
Devolution, what could he be referring to as the “most complex military 
operations this country has ever seen’? 


Transition Team 
Look at this article from late December of 2020. 


‘Really quite shocking’: Inside the ugly transition at the Pentagon - 
POLITICO 


But people with the transition said the outgoing team’s conduct went far 
beyond the norm and pointed to loyalists installed by the White House as the 


main reason for the obstruction. Pentagon officials under President Donald 





salm, because they are “predecisional.” That means the 
Biden team now has limited visibility into key operational issues, including 


What counterterrorism missions are in the works, 


Remember, Kash Patel was designated to lead the transition on behalf of the 
DoD. He along with Sec Def Miller and the rest of Trump’s allies “refused 
to provide information about current operations, particularly in the special 
operations realm”. That would be the same “realm” from the memo above. 
This is unprecedented in terms of Presidential Transitions. 


So to recap: 


e Trump prepares for election theft 
e China colludes with Democrats to steal election 
e Trump “caught them all” and prepares his countermove 


e Massive personnel moves at DoD and pentagon to place 
Trump allies in key roles 


e Implementation of what appears to be a Devolution plan 
for our Spec Ops 


e Refusing to tell incoming Dems about said Spec Ops 


e Checkmate 


Closing 


On December 7th, 2020, President Trump signed Executive order 13961: 
Governance and Integration of Federal Mission Resilience and on December 
30th he released the Federal Mission Resilience Strategy 2020. When you 
have the time, I urge you to read both. 


I can discuss the EO and Strategy in Detail in a future post if people would 
like that but for now, I’m only going to show the intro from Donald Trump 
and then the very last “Summary” section of the FMR document. 


Notice the timing here. As this was released, Trump had already started 
putting Devolution into motion. Keep that in mind as you read it. It’s almost 
like he is telling you he is about to do something big. 


Federal Executive Branch: 


In support of my Administration's National Security Strategy, I am issuing the Federal Mission 
Resilience Strategy (hereafter, “the Strategy”) to address the long-term challenges of political, 
economic, and military competition from near peer adversaries as well as disruptions from 
natural disasters and pandemics. 


Our adversaries will not attempt to fight us on our terms. They have studied our way of war, 
invested in capabilities to target our strengths, and are adept at competing below the threshold 
of armed conflict. Adversarial threats are not the only source of disruption. Disruptions from 
wildfires, natural disasters, and pandemics such as the COVID-19 pandemic highlight the 
importance of an integrated risk management approach to prioritize essential functions and 
services. 


This Strategy accelerates our collective efforts to fully implement National Continuity Policy and 
make risk-informed decisions to maintain a comprehensive and effective capability that 
ensures the continuous performance of essential functions and services to preserve our 
constitutional form of government, under any and all conditions. As the executive branch, we 
must recommut and sustain leadership's attention on meeting the needs of the American 
people in the face of disruptions and preserving our form of government, 


Despite our best efforts, the government cannot prevent all dangers. We recognize, and must 
prepare for, the possibility of unforeseen events including natural disasters, pandemics, cyber 
threats, and kinetic or electromagnetic pulse attacks. We must be prepared as a Nation, as a 
Federal Government, and as individual citizens to preserve, protect, and defend our way of 
life. 


The Strategy builds on the National Continuity Policy and provides guidance to the Executive 
Office of the President and Federal executive departments and agencies to increase the 
executive branch's resilience, Our current and future prosperity depend on our ability to 
reduce the vulnerability of our critical infrastructure to cyber, physical, and electromagnetic 
attack, The government and private sector must work together to reduce vulnerabilities and 
design infrastructure that addresses preparedness and resilience from the start. 


The follow-on Federal Mission Resilience Implementation Plan will ensure that our Nation’s 
efforts and resources will be brought to bear in a coordinated manner through integrated 
Continuity of Operations and Continuity of Government programs interwoven into routine, 
day-to-day government operations. Working together, we will prioritize the security, 
prosperity, and interests of the American people to confront the challenges of tomorrow, 





President Donald J. Trump 


The White House 
December 2020 


5, SUMMARY 


Refocusing national continuity policy to a proactive “Assess, Distribute, and Sustain” planning 
model will better ensure the resilience of the Federal executive branch, Accomplishing the 
priority actions of this Strategy requires Federal executive branch leadership to drive the rapid 
assessment of the gaps between existing policy and implementation as well as the re- 
prioritization, if necessary, of essential functions and services, Additionally, the Federal 
executive branch must leverage its existing distribution of facilities, locations, and personnel, 
and/or work across to reduce risk by increasing possible nodes available to perform and manage 
prioritized essential functions and services. Finally, sustained distribution will require fiscal 
policy and prioritization that better enables routine distributed, scalable, flexible, and adaptable 
operations across geographic areas, In-aecomplishing these goals togethers welcan ensure the! 


“In accomplishing these goals together, we can ensure the resilience of our 
constitutional form of government and American way of life”. 


This is exactly what is at stake here. Donald Trump and the rest of the 
Devolution Patriots are fighting for the very soul of our country. Remember, 
this election theft is so much more than fraud. 


This is war. 


China wants to be the world’s dominant power but they knew they would 
never beat us in a war involving actual ground forces. Their only path to 
victory over of the U.S.A. would be through infiltrating all of our 
institutions and destroying us from within. As you can see by what has 
happened since Biden was “Elected”, they have never been closer to 
achieving their goal. At least that is what they think. 


The more research I do, the more peace it brings me. I have never been more 
confident that Devolution is real. 


President Donald John Trump is a fighter. He saw this coming. He prepared 
for everything. He possesses a courage few could dream of. He was built for 
this moment. President Donald John Trump loves this country too much to 
let us be destroyed when there was something he could do to prevent that. 


So he acted. Devolution is real. Enjoy the show! 


Devolution Part 4 A Wartime President 


Patel Patriot 


Jul 17, 2021 





If you have any questions or would just like to engage in some Devolution 
talk, feel free to email me or join my telegram and ask 
away: https://t.me/patelpatriotchat and don’t forget to Subscribe! 


_ TT | 
How can this be real? 


When January 20th came and Trump boarded AF1 leaving Biden as the 
president, I was devastated. Everybody knew the election was fraudulent. 
There was no possible way Trump was just going to walk away from a 
stolen election. 


Then he did. 


I honestly couldn’t comprehend what had happened. Like many of you, I 
could feel it in my bones that this couldn’t be how the story ends. I started 
searching for answers. The devolution theory was one of the only plausible 
scenarios I could see playing out but I always ran into the same question. 


Devolution isn’t meant to be permanent and certainly wouldn’t be able to 
last for 4 years. How does President Trump come back before 2024? 


The reality is, I don’t think he ever “left”. 


Throughout his presidency, Trump has often spoken of our nations 

founding. Here are parts his September 17th, 2020 remarks from the White 
House Conference on American History *I removed some paragraphs”*. 
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“Our mission is to defend the legacy of America’s founding, the virtue of 
America’s heroes, and the nobility of the American character. We must 
clear away the twisted web of lies in our schools and classrooms, and teach 
our children the magnificent truth about our country. We want our sons and 
daughters to know that they are the citizens of the most exceptional nation in 


the history of the world. 


To grow up in America is to live in a land where anything is possible, where 
anyone can rise, and where any dream can come true — all because of the 
immortal principles our nation’s founders inscribed nearly two and a half 
centuries ago. 


That’s why we have come to the National Archives, the sacred home of our 
national memory. In this great chamber, we preserve our glorious 
inheritance: the Declaration of Independence, the Constitution, the Bill of 
Rights. 


On this very day in 1787, our Founding Fathers signed the Constitution at 
Independence Hall in Philadelphia. It was the fulfillment of a thousand 
years of Western civilization. Our Constitution was the product of centuries 
of tradition, wisdom, and experience. No political document has done more 
to advance the human condition or propel the engine of progress. 


We are here today to declare that we will never submit to tyranny. We will 
reclaim our history and our country for citizens of every race, color, 
religion, and creed. 


America’s founding set in motion the unstoppable chain of events that 
abolished slavery, secured civil rights, defeated communism and fascism, 
and built the most fair, equal, and prosperous nation in human history. 


The narratives about America being pushed by the far-left and being 
chanted in the streets bear a striking resemblance to the anti-American 
propaganda of our adversaries — because both groups want to see America 
weakened, derided, and totally diminished. 


The only path to national unity is through our shared identity as Americans. 
That is why it is so urgent that we finally restore patriotic education to our 
schools. 


From Washington to Lincoln, from Jefferson to King, America has been 
home to some of the most incredible people who have ever lived. With the 
help of everyone here today, the legacy of 1776 will never be erased. Our 
heroes will never be forgotten. Our youth will be taught to love America 
with all of their heart and all of their soul. 


We will save this cherished inheritance for our children, for their children, 
and for every generation to come.” 
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This speech is just one of many examples, but you can clearly see that 
President Trump cherishes our nations founding, honors its founders and 
revere’s its legacy. This is relevant to my theory for two reasons. First, a 
man that feels like this about his country would do anything and everything 


he could to defend it and protect it from those who seek to destroy it. 
Second, he would do so in a way that would be justified by the very legacy 
he is trying to defend. 


The constitution has no method for rectifying a stolen election once the 
electoral college certifies its votes and a new president is inaugurated, yet 
everybody seems to be hung up by the thought that we need to decertify 
each state as the audits come out. The audits have their role, but I don’t 
think it will be to decertify anything. 


We need to be thinking bigger. 


What I haven’t seen anybody discussing yet is what if President Trump 
rectified the stolen election BEFORE the electoral college certified their 
votes. President Trump wouldn’t leave the fate of our nation to something 
he couldn’t control. He is courageous but he isn’t stupid. Once he is no 
longer President, the viable options available to him become greatly 
diminished. We have already seen governors, judges, and election officials 
obstruct the audit process. There is no saying what else could go wrong. 


Leaving everything to hinge on post election actions of others involves far 

too much risk considering what is at stake. Donald Trump is too calculated 
for that. I firmly believe he initiated Devolution prior to leaving office so it 
only makes sense to me that he also cemented his “return” prior to leaving 

office. The two go hand-in-hand. 


My Theory 


Sometime between December 7th (When Trump issued executive order 
13961: Governance and Integration of Federal Mission Resilience) and 
January 6th, 2021, President Donald Trump used a Presidential Emergency 
Action Document (PEAD) to suspend the counting of the electoral college 
votes. 


I have considered that he may have actually suspended the constitution 
altogether. We don’t know what that would look like but I believe it would 
involve a form of martial law, something I don’t see currently. Congress is 
also still passing legislation which wouldn’t happen under a suspended 
constitution. Anybody who was fraudulently placed into congress will be 
removed but I think that happens after President Trump makes his reveal. 
That it why I think he solely suspended the counting of the electoral college 
votes. He is still President, and we’re in a state of devolution at the moment. 


Don’t worry I brought... 


Receipts 


This document from the University of Michigan Journal of Law Reform has 


some great information on Presidential Emergency Action Documents 
(PEADs). It also discusses continuity of government (COG) and how 
PEADs play a role within COG planning. If you remember my Devolution 
part 3, you’ll know why COG planning is important. Here is a good 
explanation of PEADs: 


Presidential declarations of national emergency enable the presi- 
dent to use draft classified orders to exercise perhaps even more 
expansive powers, known variously as Presidential Emergency Ac- 
tion Documents or Presidential Emergency Action Directives 
(PEADs).'” The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 


defines these documents as “(final drafts of Presidential messages, 
proposed legislation proclamations, and other formal documents, 
including DO] [Department of Justice]-issued cover sheets ad- 
dressed to the President, to be issued in event of a Presidentially- 
declared national emergency.”'* They originated as part of 
Eisenhower-era planning for continuity of government (COG) 
procedures, which were intended to maintain major government 
operations during and following a nuclear exchange with the Soviet 
Union.' The situations in which the Executive Branch plans to 
employ such procedures, however, now encompass a broad array of 
declared national emergencies.'” 
One of the most interesting things I found in this document is an exchange 


between two members of congress, and Col. Oliver North that took place 
during the 1987 Iran-Contra hearings. 


There appear to be no publicly available memoranda describing 
PEADs that are more recent than 1979. News sources and Congres- 
sional testimony, however, indicate that planning in a similar vein 
occurred throughout the Reagan years. A remarkable exchange be- 
tween Representatives Jack Brooks (D-TX), Daniel Inouye (D-HI), 
and Iran-Contra conspirator Col. Oliver North during the 1987 
Iran-Contra hearings illustrates this ongoing planning: 


REP. BROOKS: Colonel North, in your work at the NSC [Na- 
tional Security Council], were you not assigned, at one time, to 
work on plans for the continuity of government in the event of 
a major disaster? .. . 


SEN. [DANIEL] INOUYE: I believe that question touches 
upon a highly sensitive and classified area so may | request that 
you not touch upon that, sir? 


REP. BROOKS: I was particularly concerned, Mr. Chairman, 
because I read in Miami papers, and several others, that there 


had been a plan developed by that same agency, a contingency 
plan in the event of emergency, that would suspend the Ameri- 
can constitution. And I was deeply concerned about it and 
wondered if that was the area in which he had worked. I be- 
lieve that it was and I wanted to get his confirmation.'™ 


Representative Brooks was referring to a Miami Herald report that 
Col. North and FEMA developed a secret contingency plan that 
called for 


suspension of the Constitution, turning control of the United 
States over to FEMA, appointing military commanders to run 
state and local governments, and declaring martial law during 
a national crisis. The plan did not define national crisis, but it 
was understood to be nuclear war, violent and widespread in- 
ternal dissent or national opposition against a military invasion 
abroad. Los 


Here is the Miami Herald article from 1987 which was referenced above and 
a screenshot below. 


MIAMI -- Lt. Col. Oliver North helped write a plan in 1982 to suspend the 
Constitution and place the country under martial law in the event of a national 


crisis, [he Miami Herald reported. 


The plan, outlined in a June 30, 1982, memo obtained by the Herald, was a 
revised version of contingency plans for dealing with nuclear war, insurrection 


or military mobilization, the newspaper reported in its Sunday editions. 


So in 1982, nearly 40 years ago, a PEAD was written for President Reagan 
to suspend the constitution. PEADs have certainly developed over the years 
as we have adapted our continuity of government planning but I can assure 
you if there was a PEAD for suspension of the constitution in 1982, then 


there was one for suspending it in 2020 and there could just as easily be one 
for suspending solely the electoral college vote (which would be a less 
drastic measure than suspending the constitution completely). You cannot 
convince me that Trump didn’t have a PEAD prepared for this stolen 
election. 


Sure they held a “vote” and an “inauguration” and right now Biden is in 
office. However none of it was real or constitutional. It was a charade. Just 
as Joe’s entire “presidency” has been. Look at this 48 second video from 
Trump’s CPAC speech. 


https://odysee.com/@patelpatriot:8/trumpcpacwhitehousesmallletters: 1 


CPAC Small Letter Speach 


Notice how he stresses and even points to the “w” and the “h” in white 
house and states that they are small letters. This is significant. 


Is White House Capitalized? 


Whether “white house” is capitalized depends on whether it is being used as a 
proper noun or a common noun, 


For instance, consider this sentence to understand when is white house 
capitalized. 


My brother works in the white house. 
This sentence is quite different from 
My brother works in the White House. 


The second sentence with a capital “W’ and “H” means that his brother 
works in a specific place that is the U.S. President's residence [THE White 
House]. The first sentence with lowercase “w" and "h" refers to a general white 
house where his brother works. 


The next sentence with capital W’ and H’ means that his brother works in a 
specific place that is the U.S president's residence the White House. The previous 
sentence with lower “w and “h" refers to a general place known as the white 
house where his brother works. 


One of the reasons why word capitalization matters are because the meaning of a 
word can change significantly depending on whether it has been capitalized or 
not. Whether a name is lowercase or uppercase determines its purpose in a 
sentence. 


Trump is giving us an English language lesson by telling us that Joe Biden is 
not the president using capitalization. He explicitly draws attention to it. I 
can’t come to any other conclusion than Trump 1s still the President by 
issuing a suspension of the electoral college vote. 


Let me dive into this even further. 


Remember what I have been saying the entire Devolution series. We are at 


war. President Trump has told us that himself. 


What did President Trump say? 





Speaking to reporters in the Oval Otfice of the White House on Wednesday, Mr 
Trump sald: "We went through the worst attack we've ever had on our country, 
this is worst attack we've ever had. 


"This is worse than Pearl Harbor, this is worse than the World Trade Center. 
There's never been an attack like this. 


"And it should have never happened. Could've been stopped at the source. 
Coula've been stopped in China. It should've been stopped right at the source. 
And it wasn't." 


He said the attack was “the worst attack we’ve ever had.” “Worse than pearl 
harbor, this is worse than the World Trade Center.” That is a powerful 
statement but so important for my theory. Both the attacks on Pearl Harbor 
and the World Trade Center were responded to by Congress declaring war: 


Campbell v. Clinton 


Campbell v. Clinton, 203 F.3d 19 (D.C. Cir. 2000) was a case holding that 
members of Congress could not sue President Bill Clinton for alleged 
violations of the War Powers Resolution in his handling of the war in 
Yugoslavia. It’s certainly an interesting case but what I found most 
intriguing was this concurring opinion by D.C. Circuit Judge Laurence H. 
Silberman: 


Even assuming a court could determine what "war" is, it is important to 
remember that the Constitution grants Congress the power to declare war, 
which is not necessarily the same as the power to determine whether U.S. 
forces will fight in a war. This distinction was drawn in the Prize Cases, 67 
U.S. 635 (1862). There, petitioners challenged the authority of the President 
to impose a blockade on the secessionist States, an act of war, where 
Congress had not declared war against the Confederacy. The Court, while 
recognizing that the President “has no power to initiate or declare a war,’ 


observed that “war may exist without a declaration on either side.” Id. at 





must determine what degree of force the crisis demands, The 


proclamation of blockade is itself official and conclusive evidence to 


the Court that a state of war existed which demanded and 
authorized a recourse to such a measure, under the circumstances 
peculiar to the case. 

If our election was attacked and our presidency about to be hijacked, 


President Trump was bound by his oath of office to meet the crisis with 
whatever degree of force the crisis demanded. 


Why didn’t he say anything prior to leaving office? I think there are a 
multitude of reasons. If you haven’t noticed, we seem to be approaching a 


political boiling point. Think of all the different situations that appear to be 
coming to a head. 


e Results from the Arizona forensic audit (and other Audits 
getting started) 


e Durham Report 

e Big tech lawsuit 

e The defector 

e The failed policies of the Biden administration (Economy) 


Trump has clearly started ramping up his public statements and he’s not 
mincing his words. Trump left office and let Biden play pretend because we 
the American people needed to wake up and take a stand to the corruption 
that has become the status quo. We needed to see for ourselves the 
infestation that has taken hold of our government. Not just uu MAGA 
Republicans, but our nation as a whole. I personally think when the AZ 
audit is revealed, the dam breaks and Trump announces what he did. 


Closing 


There is a brilliant article written by James M. McPherson entitled Any 
Measure Which May Best Subdue The Enemy. It covers how during the 
Civil War, Abraham Lincoln assumed numerous presidential powers now 
specified in the U.S. Constitution. It’s worth a full read but here are the 
highlights. I know it’s quite a few screen shots but it’s too powerful and 
relevant not to include. 


Lincoln replied, “That is the point on which | doubt the authority of Congress to act.’ 
Chandler was indignant. Alluding to the Emancipation Proclamation, he said, ‘It is no 
more than you have done yourself.” Quite true, responded Lincoln, but “)conceive'thatl) 





This breathtaking assertion of presidential prerogative lett Chandler almost speechless, 
It should not have. From the outset of the Civil War, Lincoln had exercised 
unprecedented powers as commander In chief. Two years before this conversation with 
Chandler, the president had told a delegation of antislavery clergymen trom Chicago 


that he could, if he judged it necessary, proclaim emancipation in Confederate states 





because, | 


Whether the measures he took exceeded his constitutional authority was much debated 
at the time and |s still controversial today. What remains certain, however, |s that Lincoln 
vastly expanded presidential war powers and established precedents invoked by several 


of his successors in later wars. 


Article Il, Section 2 of the Constitution states simply that “The President shall be 
Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, and of the Militia of the 
several States, when called into the actual Service of the United States.’ But the 
Constitution does not define the functions and powers of the president as commander 


in chief, 


Lincoln made no secret of these actions, which psig on the grounds that ‘existing 





stoma onsitutionandtsoNebOrn A year later, in response to ae of 
sie Lincoln insisted that ae ener moO 





Lincoln did not define those ‘broader powers conferred by the Constitution.” At other 
times, however, he cited the commander-in-chief clause and the constitutional mandate 
that the president “shall take Care that the Laws be faithtully executed” (Article |I, 
Section 3). Later presidents also invoked these vague provisions to justify far-reaching 


executive actions—in some cases drawing on Lincolnian precedents. Lincoln believed 





Lincoln had taken an oath to “preserve, protect, and defend the Constitution of the 


United States.” This larger duty overrode his obligation to heed a lesser specific provision 
in the Constitution—or, as a modern constitutional scholar, Michael Stokes Paulsen, 


expressed in an article in the Spring 2004 University of Chicago Law Review, ‘apartt 


— —_ ee 


When Congress did convene on July 4, Lincoln sent a message explaining what he had 
done and why. After summarizing the events leading up to the firing on Fort Sumter, the 
president explained that this attack left him with no choice "bUttolcallioutthewar 
oritsipreservation.’ Lincoln had written “military power’ in the first draft but changed it 
to ‘war power’ in the final version. Whether he did so because “war power’ seemed 
stronger Is unclear. Later In the message he again used the phrase: He had employed 


the “war power’ as the only alternative to yielding ‘the existence of the government.’ 


Looking back in 1864 to events three years earlier, Lincoln asked In a letter to Albert G. 


Hodges: “Was it possible to lose the nation, and yet preserve the constitution? By 
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Trump often compared himself to Lincoln. Like Abe Lincoln, Trump was 
left to determine “what degree of force the crisis demanded.” He 
acknowledged a war that was already underway, and he used his allotted 
war powers to fight back. I believe Trump used a PEAD as a way to “[avail 
himself] of the broader powers conferred by the Constitution in cases of 
insurrection.” The comparison of Trump and Lincoln will only grow 
stronger. Both did what they had to for the sake of the nation they loved. 


Devolution - Part 5 The Cybersecurity 
Infrastructure Security Agency & 
Dominion Voting Systems 
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If you have any questions or would just like to engage in some Devolution 
talk, feel free to email me or join my telegram and ask 
away: https://t.me/patelpatriotchat and don’t forget to Subscribe! 


This article is a long one but the bombshell at the end will blow your mind. 


Critical Infrastructure 


President Harry Truman created the National Security Council (NSC) in 
1947. Since its founding, every president has issued some form of national 
security directives. National security directives are usually directed only to 
the NSC and senior executive branch officials and lay out foreign and 
military policy-making guidance. Bill Clinton’s Presidential directive PDD- 
63 of May 1998 started including extensive critical infrastructure 
protection (CIP). PDD-63 mandated the formation of a national strategy for 
CIP. 


In the wake of the September 11th terrorist attacks, numerous changes took 
place regarding how we define and operate our CIP. The Patriot Act was 
signed into law on October 26th, 2001 and gave the following definition for 
critical infrastructure: 


(e) CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term “critical infrastructure” means systems and assets, whether 
physical or virtual, so vital to the United States that the incapacity 
or destruction of such systems and assets would have a debilitating 
impact on security, national economic security, national public 
health or safety, or any combination of those matters. 


The following year (November 25, 2002), the Homeland Security Act was 
signed into law creating the United States Department of Homeland 
Security. In 2003, President George W. Bush signed the Homeland Security 
Presidential Directive 7 (HSPD-7) which replaced PDD-63 and established 
the U.S. National Policy for identification of and prioritization of critical 
infrastructure. HSPD-7 called for The National Infrastructure Protection 
Plan (NIPP) which aims to unify Critical Infrastructure and Key Resource 
(CI/KR) protection efforts across the country. The NIPP's goals are to 
protect critical infrastructure and key resources and ensure resiliency. It was 
not an actual plan to be carried out in an emergency, but it was useful as a 
mechanism for developing coordination between government and 

the private sector. 


The NIPP is structured to create partnerships between Government 
Coordinating Councils (GCC) from the public sector and Sector 
Coordinating Councils (SCC) from the private sector. I want to again 
emphasize that the SCCs are from the private sector. 


Here is the National Infrastructure Protection Plan (fas.org) 

Protecting the critical infrastructure and key resources (CI/KR) of the United States is essential to the 
Nations security, public health and safety, economic vitality, and way of life. Attacks on C1/KR ould 
significantly disrupt the functioning of government and business alike and produce cascading effects 
far beyond the targeted sector and physical location of the incident. Direct terrorist attacks and natural, 
manmade, or technological hazards could produce catastrophic losses in terms of human casualties, 
property destruction, and economic effects, as well as profound damage to public morale and confidence. 
Attacks using components of the Nations C1/KR as weapons of mass destruction could have even more 


devastating physical and psychological consequences, 


The overarching goal of the National Infrastructure Protection 
Plan (NIPP) is to: 


Build a safer, more secure, and more resilient America by 
enhancing protection of the Nation's CI/ER to prevent, 
deter, neutralize, or mitigate the effects of deliberate efforts 
by terrorists to destroy, incapacitate, or exploit them; and to 
strengthen national preparedness, timely response, and rapid 
recovery in the event of an attack, natural disaster, or other 


emergency. 


The NIPP provides the unifying structure for the integration 
of existing and future Cl/ER protection efforts into a single 
national program to achieve this goal. The NIPP framework 
will enable the prioritization of protection initiatives and 
investments across sectors to ensure that government and 
private s€ : are applied where they offer the 


most benefit for mitigating risk by lessening vulnerabilities, 





The NIPP also discussed implementing “Advisory Councils” shown below. 
These councils have been used as a method to involve the private sector in 
matters of national security relating to critical infrastructure. 


2.2.6 Advisory Councils 


Advisory councils provide advice, recommendations, and 
expertise to the government regarding CI/ER protection 
policy and activities. These entities also help enhance 
public-private partnerships and information sharing. They 
often provide an additional mechanism to engage with 

a pre-existing group of private sector leaders to obtain 
feedback on CL/ER protection policy and programs, and to 
make suggestions to increase the efficiency and eftective- 
ness of specific government programs. Examples of Cl/KR 
protection-related advisory councils and their associated 
responsibilities include: 


* Critical Infrastructure Partnership Advisory Council 
(CIPAC): CIPAC is a partnership between government 
and private sector Cl/KR owners and operators that facili- 
tates effective coordination of Federal CI/KR protection 
programs. CIPAC engages in a range of C1/ER protection 
activities such as planning, coordination, NIPP imple- 
mentation, and operational activities, including inciclennt 
response, recovery, and reconstitution. a 







(see chapter +). 


Remember that highlighted part. Read it twice if you have to. The formation 
of this Critical Infrastructure Partnership Advisory Council (CIPAC) as 
FACA-exempt is crucial and I'll explain why later. One more thing 
regarding membership of CIPAC: 


The specific membership of the CIPAC will consist of: (a) The CI/KR owners and 


operators that are members of their respective sector's recognized Sector 
Coordinating Council (SCC), including their representative trade or equivalent 
organizations {"SCC CIPAC Members J; and (b) Federal, State, local, and tribal 
governmental entities comprising the members of the Government Coordinating 
Council (GCC) for each sector, including their representative trade or equivalent 
organizations ["GCC CIPAC Members’ ]. 


Again, I want to emphasize that “membership of the CIPAC will consist of: 
the Critical Infrastructure/Key Resource (CI/KR) owners and operators that 
are members of their respective sector’s recognized SCC.” 


What does any of this have to do with the 2020 election? 


Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency 


On January 6th, 2017, Secretary of Homeland Security Jeh Johnson 
(Obama’s SHS) released a statement designating “Election Infrastructure” as 


a “critical infrastructure subsector” within the existing critical infrastructure 
sector titled: “Government Facilities”. This allowed Election Infrastructure 
Security to fall under the umbrella of the DHS. 


On November 16, 2018, President Trump signed into law the Cybersecurity 


and Infrastructure Security Agency Act of 2018 which established the 
Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA). According to 


their own website, “The Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security 

Agency (CISA) is the Nation’s risk advisor, working with partners to defend 
against today’s threats and collaborating to build more secure and resilient 
infrastructure for the future.” The CISA website lists all 16 of the critical 
infrastructure sectors but I want to focus on the Government Facilities 
Sector because that is where you can find the Election Infrastructure 
Subsector. The election infrastructure subsector landing page looks like this: 


GOVERNMENT FACILITIES SECTOR - ELECTION INFRA- 
STRUCTURE SUBSECTOR: CHARTERS AND MEMBERSHIP 


Below is the membership list for the Government Facilities Sector - Election Infrastructure Subsector 


Collapse All Sections 
Charters 


¢ Election Infrastructure Subsector Government Coordinating Council Charter - 2021 
® Election Infrastructure Subsector Sector Coordinating Council Charter - 2020 


Membership 


Here is the 2020 Charter Election Infrastructure Subsector Government 
Coordinating Council Charter-2-9-2020 as shown above. Keep in mind that 
Sector Coordinating Councils(SCC) are from the private sector and are 
members of Critical Infrastructure Partnership Advisory Council (CIPAC). 


Election Infrastructure Subsector Coordinating Council Charter 
Version 1.2 
Approved 2/15/2018 
Updated 2/1/2019 
Updated 2/9/2020 


SECTION 4 = Official Designation 


This charter has been developed as a dynamic document intended to clarify and inform the 
organizational structures, function, and operating procedures for the organization to be known 
as the Election Infrastructure Subsector Coordinating Council, abbreviated as the EISCC." 


SECTION 2 = Mission and Purpose 


The mission of the Council is to advance the physical security, cyber security, and emergency 
preparedness of the nation’s election infrastructure, in accordance with existing U.S. law. This 
mission will be accomplished through voluntary actions of the infrastructure owners and operators 
represented in the Council, as set forth in Presidential Policy Directive/PPD-21 and related 
authorities. 


The EISCC will serve as the principal asset owner interface with other private critical infrastructure 
sectors as well as with the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), the U.S. Election Assistance 
Commission (EAC), the state, local and tribal governments (SLTTs), and the Election 
Infrastructure Subsector Government Coordinating Council (GCC). 


SECTION 3 = Objectives and Scope of Activity 


The key objectives of the EISCC are to: 


¢ Serve as the primary liaison between the election subsector and federal, state, and local 
agencies, including the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), conceming private 
election subsector security and emergency preparedness issues: 


* Facilitate sharing of information and intelligence about physical and cyber threats, 
vulnerabilities, incidents, and potential protective measures: 


« Coordinate with DHS and the EIS GCC to develop, recommend, and review sector-wide 
plans, procedures, and effective practices in support of infrastructure protection, including 
training, education, and implementation: 


« Represent the election subsector in discussions with other infrastructure sectors, as well 
as with the EIS GCC, on matters of threat, security, risk analysis, emergency 
preparedness and response, and other related matters: 


« Identify and communicate priorities, obstacles or impediments to effective critical 
infrastructure security and resilience protection programs and developirecommend to 
appropriate authorities actions to mitigate them; 


« Provide a mechanism to ensure that the specialized knowledge and expertise of sector 
operators, owners, and other pertinent representatives is available as aresource. 


The EISCC is not designed to create the terms of any solicitation or contract vehicle, and any 
appearance of its use or actual use to this end could bar an entity involved therein from 
competition in the contract. 


Essentially, the EISCC is a council made up of members from the private 
sector that advises and assists our government with the “physical security, 
cyber security, and emergency preparedness of the nations election 
infrastructure’. They do this through “voluntary actions of the 
infrastructure owners and operators REPRESENTED in the council”. 


This means that the members of the EISCC are the actual election 
infrastructure owners and operators, and they handle the physical security 
along with the cybersecurity through their own “voluntary actions”. 


They “coordinate with the DHS to develop, recommend, and review sector- 
wide plans, procedures, and effective practices in support of infrastructure 
protection, including training, education, and implementation”. They also 
“make recommendations to appropriate authorities to mitigate impediments 
to effective critical infrastructure security”. 


Section 5 of the charter is critical. Focus on the first paragraph below. “The 
EISCC operates under the critical infrastructure partnership advisory 
council (CIPAC) framework established by the Secretary of Homeland 
Security pursuant to section 871 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. §451)” 


Section 5 = Governance 


The EISCC operates under the Critical Infrastructure Partnership Advisory Council (CIPAC) 
framework established by the Secretary of Homeland Security pursuant to section 877 of the 


EISCC decisions can be made only when there is a quorum=defined as the majority of the 
members being virtually or physically present. In the event that the Council cannot reach 
consensus on an issue, it will represent the range of views to all extemal audiences. 


The EISCC shall operate and support in its efforts the implementation of pertinent Presidential 
Execute Orders and Directives, National Infrastructure Protection Plans, and Sector and 


Subsector Specific Critical Infrastructure Protection Plans fo ensure critical infrastructure 
identification, prioritization and protection. 


What exactly is “section 871 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 
U.S.C. §451)” ?'m going to break this down the best I can. 


SEC. 871. ADVISORY COMMITTEES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may establish, appoint mem- 
bers of, and use the services of, advisory committees, as the Sec- 
retary may deem ; 1 advisory committee establish 


der this section | 
Law 92-463, but the Secretary shall publish notice in the Federal 
Register announcing the establishment of such a committee and 


So the EISCC which we know operates under the CIPAC framework is 
exempt from Public Law 92-463 (screenshot below) and that law establishes 
“a system governing the creation and OPERATION of advisory 
committees.” 








Public Law 92-463 


AN ACT 


Penn ab peat diem trite ary 
, y con in the executive branch of the Federal Gov- 


ernment, and for other purposes. 






So just to make sure this is clear: 


e DHS has submitted a notice in the federal registry in 2006 
(renewed every two years) that CIPAC is exempt from 
oversight over its creation and operation of advisory 
committees 


e The EISCC is operating under the framework of CIPAC. 


e Therefore, the EISCC is exempt from oversight over its 
creation and operation. 


Now Back to Section 871 (just read the highlighted part): 
SEC. 871. ADVISORY COMMITTEES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may establish, appoint mem- 
bers of, and use the services of, advisory committees, as the Sec- 
retary may deem necessary. An advisory committee established 
under this section may be exempted by the Secretary from Public 
Law 92-463, but the Secretary shall publish notice in the Federal 
Register announcing the establishment of such a committee and 
ve its P pose and membership. Notwithstanding the | 








shall be eligible for certifications 
under subsection (bX3) of section 208 of title 18, United States 
Code, for official actions taken as a member of such advisory com- 
mittee, 


Here is the section 202 of title 18, USC (most important parts highlighted): 


§ 202. Definitions 
(a) For the purpose of sections 203, 205, 207. 208, 
and 209 of this title the term ‘‘special Govern- 
Ment employee” shall mean an officer or em- 
ployee of the executive or legislative branch of 
the United States Government, of c 
ren : States or of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. who is watainad. designated, 
. or employed to perform, with or 
without compensation, for not to exceed one 
hundred and thirty days during any period of 
three hnndred and sixty-five consecutive days, 
temporary duties either on a full-time or inter- 
mittent basis, a part-time United States com- 
missioner, a part-time United States magistrate 
judge, or, regardless of the number of days of ap- 
pointment, an independent ecounnsel appointed 
under chapter 40 of title 28 and any person ap- 
pointed hy that independent connsel nnder sec- 
tion 594(c) of title 26. Notwithstanding the next 
preceding sentence, every person serving as a 
part-time local representative of a Member of 
Congress in the Member's home district or State 













Notwithstanding section 20(c) and (d}1 o 

the Act of August 10, 1956 (704A Stat. 682; 5 U.S.C. 
a0r(c)} and (d)), a Reserve officer of the Armed 
Forces, or an officer of the National Guard of 
the United States, unless otherwise an officer or 
employee of the United States, shall be classi- 
fied as a special Government employee while on 
active duty solely for training. A Reserve officer 
So because the EISCC operates under the framework of CIPAC and is 


exempt from Public Law 92-463, they are classified as “Special Government 
Employees”. 


Back to Section 871 (just read the highlighted part): 


SEC. 871. ADVISORY COMMITTEES. 


(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may establish, appoint mem- 
bers of, and use the services of, sitvigtry committees, as the Sec- 
retary may deem necessary. An adviso committee established 
under this section may be exempted by t the Secretary from Public 
Law 92-463, but the Beaty shall publish notice in the Federal 
Register announcing the establishment of such a committee and 
identifying its purpose and membership. Notwithstanding the pre- 
ceding sentence, members of an advisory committee that is 
exempted by the Secretary under the preceding sentence who are 
special Government employees (as that term is defined in section 
of title 18, United States Code) | 1 





Subsection b(3) of section 208 of Title 18, United States code reads as 
follows: 


§ 208 TITLE 18—-CRIMES AND 


(3) in the case of a special Government em- 
ployee serving on an advisory committee with- 
in the meaning of the Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act (including an individual being con- 
sidered for an appointment to such a position), 
the official responsible for the emplovee’s ap- 
pointment, after review of the financial disclo- 
sure report filed by the individual pursuant to 
the Ethics in Government Act of 1978, certifies 





volved: or 
So because the EISCC operates under the framework of CIPAC and is 
exempt from Public Law 92-463 (exempt from oversight), they are 


classified as “Special Government Employees” and they have been certified 
that their “services outweighs the potential for a conflict of interest created 


by the financial interest involved.” 


This means our government knows there is a “potential for a conflict of 
interest created by the financial interest involved” for members of the 
EISCC because the “official responsible for the employee’s appointment” 
has to certify it. They know there is a conflict of interest for members of the 
EISCC yet they allow it to operate without oversight. 


Why is this so important? Scroll down and check out the member affiliations 
of the Election Infrastructure Subsector Coordinating Council’s 2020 
Charter. Try not to shit your pants. 


1. Member Affiliations 


Members of the EISCC include entities (companies, organizations, or components thereof) whose 
services, systems, products or technology are used by (or on behalf of) State or Local government 
in administering the U.S. election process. 


Such entities should have demonstrable working relationships with federal, state, or local election 
officials, which may include verifiable registration/accreditation with the U.S. Election Assistance 
Commission, and/or relevant contractual relationships with SLTT government election offices. 
Entities whose primary assets are elections-related may be considered for membership. 


Each Member representative shall serve until the end of their tenure with their appointing entity, 
or until the entity self-reports a change in its representation. 


The Members of the EISCC can remove a member on two thirds vote of the full membership. 


Organizing Members of the EISCC include: 


Associated Press (AP) Elections PCC Technology Inc. 
BPro, Inc. Pro V&V 

Clear Ballot Group Runbeck Election Services 
Crosscheck SCYTL 

Democracy Live SLI Compliance 
Democracy Works Smartmatic 

Demtech Voting Solutions Tenex Software Solutions 
Dominion Voting Systems Unisyn Voting Solutions 
ELECTEC Election Services Inc. VOTEC 

Election Systems & Software Votem 

Flectronic Registration Information Center VR Systems 

Everyone Counts 

Hart InterCivic 


MicroVote General Corp. 


Dominion Voting Systems 
Smartmatic 


Dominion Voting Systems and Smartmatic were two of the members of the 
EISCC which “advises and assists” our government with election security 
by “coordinating with the DHS to develop, recommend, and review sector- 
wide plans, procedures, and effective practices in support of infrastructure 
protection, including training, education, and implementation”. They were 
also making “recommendations to appropriate authorities to mitigate 
impediments to effective critical infrastructure security”. Read again the 
EISCC Mission and Purpose. 





The mission of the Council is | , 
preparedness of the nation’s’ election infrastructure, in accordance with existing U.S. law. This 

presented in the as set forth in Presidential Policy Directive/PPD-21 and related 
authorities. 


Our Government knew there was a conflict of interest because they had to 
sign a waiver certifying they knew. Yet, the members of the EISCC who 
were the very companies used for basically every aspect of the 2020 election 
(machines, ballot printing, etc.) were also in charge of the “physical 
security, cyber security, and emergency preparedness of the nation’s 
election infrastructure” and they HAD NO OVERSIGHT. 


I’m sure other companies here could be flagged, but Dominion and 
Smartmatic are my focus because they have been in the spotlight of the 2020 
election fraud. If you haven’t yet, read this article from the Epoch Times 


showing A History of Foreign Ties Behind Voting Machines Used in US. 


This revelation sheds new light on this statement from CISA which was 
released on November 12, 2020. Dominion Voting Systems and Smartmatic, 
the very companies accused of committing fraud in this election, we’re part 
of the election infrastructure joint statement claiming “the November 3rd 
election was the most secure in American history.” 





JOINT STATEMENT FROM ELECTIONS INFRASTRUCTURE GOVERNMENT 
COORDINATING COUNCIL & THE ELECTION INFRASTRUCTURE SECTOR 
COORDINATING EXECUTIVE COMMITTEES 


Original release date: November 12, 2020 


WASHINGTON - The members of Election Infrastructure Government Coordinating Council (GCC) Executive Committee - Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security 
Agency (CISA) Assistant Director Bob Kolasky, U.S. Election Assistance Commission Chair Benjamin Hovland, National Association of Secretaries of State (NASS) 
President Maggie Toulouse Oliver, National Association of State Election Directors (NASED) President Lori Augino, and Escambia County (Florida) Supervisor of 


Elections David Stafford - and the metibersiofthesElectioninfrastructure’Sector Coordinating Council(SCO) - Chair Brian Hancock (Unisyn Voting Solutions), Vice 


Chair Sam Derheimer (Hart InterCivic), Chris Wlaschin (Election Systems & Software), Ericka Haas (Electronic Registration Information Center), and Maria Bianchi 
(Democracy Works) - released the following statement: 


“The November 3rd election was the most secure in American history. Right now, across the country, election officials are reviewing and double checking the 
entire election process prior to finalizing the result. 


“When states have close elections, many will recount ballots, All of the states with close results in the 2020 presidential race have paper records of each vote, 
allowing the ability to go back and count each ballot if necessary, This is an added benefit for security and resilience, This process allows for the identification and 
correction of any mistakes or errors, There is no evidence that any voting system deleted or lost votes, changed votes, or was in any way compromised, 


“Other security measures like pre-election testing, state certification of voting equipment, and the U.S. Election Assistance Commission's (EAC) certification of 
voting equipment help to build additional confidence in the voting systems used in 2020. 


“While we know there are many unfounded claims and opportunities for misinformation about the process of our elections, we can assure you we have the 
utmost confidence in the security and integrity of our elections, and you should too, When you have questions, turn to elections officials as trusted voices as they 
administer elections.” 


On November 30th, 2020, the Department of Homeland Security renewed 
the charter again for two more years and with that renewal came the straw 


that broke the election fraud’s back. If you go back to the main Election 
Infrastructure Subsector: Charters and Membership landing page and click 
on the link for the 2021 version of the charter which was released in 
February, you'll notice something different. 


They changed the name from “Election Infrastructure Subsector 
Coordinating Council” (EISCC) to “Election Infrastructure Subsector 
Government Coordinating Council” (EIS GCC). It now reads that “EIS 
GCC membership is composed of government agencies and organizations 
representing government officials that own, operate, or administer subsector 
physical or cyber assets, systems, and processes or have responsibility for 
supporting security and resilience of those assets, systems, and processes.” 


February 2021 





Election Infrastructure Subsector 
Government Coordinating Council 
Charter 


Article | - Official Designation 
The official designation of this Council is the “Election Infrastructure Subsector Government 
Coordinating Council,” hereinafter referred to as the “EIS GCC" or the “Council.” 


No mention of Dominion or Smartmatic. No mention of the private sector 
companies from 2020 at all. 


Can you say cover-up? Where is congress asking questions about this? 


Closing 


Everything about the 2020 election points to fraudulent activity. The 
Arizona Senate has subpoenaed the routers from the Maricopa County 
Board of Supervisors but the MCBS has not been cooperating. Why haven’t 
they turned over the routers? The AZ forensic auditors need to see internet 
traffic on those routers to see if anything nefarious took place and to finalize 
their audit. 


Refer back to the previously mentioned Epoch Times article and check out 


this screen shot below from that article: 


Staple Street Capital, a private equity firm located in New York, purchased 


Dominion in 2018, according to a press release. 


The securities firm that arranged the transaction, UBS Securities LLC, is a 
division of UBS Americas Inc., which ultimately falls under UBS Group AG, 
a company listed on the SIX Swiss stock exchange. 


Three out of four board members of UBS Securities LLC are Chinese, at least 
one of whom appears to reside in Hong Kong, according to Bloomberg. UBS 
says it was one of the “first international banks to have a local presence” in 
China in the 1990s. In 2012, it formed the current company, UBS Securities 
Co. Ltd., which it says is the “first foreign-invested fully-licensed securities 
firm in China.” 


There is also this article claiming a Swiss bank majority-owned by 
communist China paid Dominion parent company $400 million. Finally, this 
reporting from Catherine Herridge stating DNI John Ratcliffe Confirmed 
There Was Foreign Interference in November Elections: Report 
(theepochtimes.com) 


Director of National Intelligence John Ratclitte contirmed that there 
was foreign interference in the 2020 election, according to CBS 
correspondent Catherine Herridge. 


“Well DNI Ratclifte leads the 17 intelligence agencies and he has access to 
the most highly classified information that is held by the US government. 
And he told CBS News that there was foreign interference by China, Iran, 
and Russia in November of this year and he is anticipating a public report on 
those findings in January,” Herridge said on Dec. 3. 


Let’s put two and two together here. 


e Dominion Voting Systems was part of the United States 
Government sanctioned advisory council that was 
responsible for election infrastructure security, the DHS 
knew they had a conflict of interest yet let them operate 
without oversight. 


e Multiple reports of financial ties between the CCP and 
Dominion. 


e As the Epoch Times stated “Dominion’s voting 
technology is currently used in 28 U.S. states and Puerto 
Rico, according to the firm’s official website. More than 
40 percent of American voters cast their ballots through 
the Dominion system in general elections, including 65 of 
Michigan’s 83 counties, all 159 counties in Georgia, and 
2.2 million voters in Maricopa, Arizona’s largest county, 
among others.” 


The logical conclusion I come to is that China was able to bypass security 
measures that Dominion Voting Systems was responsible for implementing, 
in order to access Dominion Voting Systems own machines resulting in the 
fraudulent outcome of this election. 


That is clearly an act of War, and our own Department of Homeland 


Security sanctioned it and then covered it up. 


Our only saving grace in all of this is the Space Force. Our Military could 
access those Maricopa county routers without subpoena. They have all the 
information they need and they have likely had it since November 3rd when 
they we’re monitoring it live. Trump didn’t leave the security of our election 
up to CISA and CISA alone. The military was watching. 


If Devolution is not real, the only way to rectify this election will be through 
states decertifying their electors, something that has never been done and 
something I firmly believe will not work. The Biden administration 
completely disregarded the will of the American people by colluding with 
China to steal our election, they will obviously do anything they have to in 
order to stay in power. They will not cooperate with the decertification 
process and will not give up their grasp on power even if every state 
decertifies. 


Devolution has to be real because there is no other way we will ever rid 
ourselves of the corruption in our government. 


Devolution - Part 6 Antifa & the Capitol 
Riot 
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If you have any questions or would just like to engage in some Devolution 
talk, feel free to email me or join my telegram and ask 
away: https://t.me/patelpatriotchat and don’t forget to Subscribe! 


More To The Story 


It’s been incredible to see the different ways people from all ends of the 
political spectrum have reacted to the events that transpired during the 
January 6th “Save America” rally. The media, the democrats, the RINOs 
and Big tech want us to believe that Trump was trying to get his supporters 
to overthrow the government. There are even Trump supporters who blame 
Trump for what happened while not going so far as to say this was his 
attempt at a coup. 


Then there is the rest of us. 


We know Trump is always thinking 10 steps ahead. We know he doesn’t do 
anything without having thought of every possible outcome first. He doesn’t 
ask a question he doesn’t already know the answer to. Trump was selling 
this as the rally to “Save America” from the stolen election. There was going 
to be a million MAGA patriots in attendance. Antifa had been infiltrating 
events all summer. It was so obvious that they would do it again at this rally. 
“What was Trump thinking’? There has to be more to the story! 


One of the themes throughout this Devolution series has been “We need to 
think bigger’. If we step back and look at everything in context, I believe we 
can come to an alternative conclusion that shows there is indeed much more 
to the story. 


What is Antifa? 


The term Antifa is a combination of the words “Anti-Fascist’”. Robert 


Stilson from the Capital Research Center has a great series trying to explain 
exactly who Antifa is. Here are the links and a screenshot below of his 
definition of Antifa: 


Antifa FAQs: What Is Antifa? 

Antifa FAQs: Where Did Antifa Come From? 
Antifa FAQs: What Does Antifa Want? 
Antifa FAQs: Who Supports Antifa? 


In his recent book Unmasked: Inside Antifa's Radical Plan to Destroy 
Democracy, journalist Andy Ngo defines Antifa as “an ideology and 
movement of radical pan-leftist politics whose adherents are mainly 
militant anarchist communists or collectivist anarchists. ... What unites 
this group of leftists is its opposition to so-called fascism, though 
importantly, what is defined as fascism Is left wide open.” Historian Mark 
Bray gives a broadly similar definition of “anti-fascism” in Antifa: The Anti- 
Fascist Handbook. To him, it is “an illiberal politics of social revolutionism 
applied to fighting the Far Right, not only literal fascists.” 


Contemporary American Antifa is probably best thought of as a movement 
or ideology, rather than an organization. This presents a descriptive and 
definitional problem right from the start because many may broadly 
identify with Antifa beliefs and practices without necessarily being affiliated 
with any actual Antifa group. Bray has opined, “The radical left is much 
bigger than antifa—much, much bigger.” Who then qualifies as being part of 
Antifa? It is impossible to put a precise number on Antifa membership, and 
describing any putative far-left protester or rioter as “Antifa” would 
broaden that term beyond a point where it would have any useful meaning. 





There are Antifa organizations, however, and they represent the most logical 
place to focus any inquiry. Such groups often explicitly self-identity as 
Antifa, but observers have also described them as such, noting obvious 
defining characteristics. Antifa groups typically operate locally. For example, 
Rose City Antifa—the oldest and arguably most prominent extant Antifa 
group in the United States—is active in Portland, Oregon, while Atlanta 
Antifascists operates in that metropolitan area. As far as anyone knows, 
these groups are not organized hierarchically, and there Is no individual 
“leader” of Antifa. 


That point is important. Even our own FBI director Chris Wray testified that 
Antifa is an ideology, not an organization. Just keep that in mind as we 
continue. 


Antifa has been operating in the United States since the 1980s but were 
relatively under the radar. That was until 2017 when the first notable violent 
display took place at the Unite the Right rally in Charlottesville. 


This was all against the backdrop of the first year of Donald Trump's 
presidency—a presidency that was the political personification of much of 
what the Left despised. Reflecting Trump's (and his supporters’) significance 
to Antifa, Bray wrote in 2017, “Our goal should be that in twenty years those 
who voted for Trump are too uncomfortable to share that fact in public.’ A 
member of Rose City Antifa told Buzzfeed News, “Before Trump, being antifa 
was more of a bizarre hobby that people had.” 


“Our goal should be in 20 years those who voted for trump are too 
uncomfortable to share that fact in public.” That quote is quite terrifying but 
it is exactly how Antifa and the Democrats view anybody who supports 
Trump. They want us silenced. Antifa, along with some of the radical BLM 
groups have turned into the militant arm of the liberal left. 


As we all know, 2020 brought about an unprecedented wave of violence. 
This stemmed from the media driven narrative of racism and police brutality 
in our country. Antifa would use the Black Lives Matter movement as a 
springboard for their rioting and anarchy. “Defund the police” quickly 
became the BLM rallying cry and the riots that ensued could be described as 
a war between BLM/Antifa and Law & Order. 


The democrats and their media lackeys spent all summer claiming the 
protests were “Mostly Peaceful” and used the narrative to attack Trump. The 
democrats refused to condemn Antifa. Ben Shapiro said it best: 


Mr. Biden simply cannot condemn antifa or BLM by name, because to do so 
would be to recognize two simple truths: first, that Mr. Trump isnt the chief 
source of Violence in American cities; second, that in spite of his “return to 
normalcy’ message, Mr. Biden’s “systemic racism’ narrative provides the 
ideological groundwork for those who seek to tear down the system. 
Democrats have spent months denying the violence, calling Mr. Trump a 
fascist for offering federal help and decrying the American system. The fruits 
are on full display for everyone to see. And so, Mr. Biden must bluff, and the 


media must cover for him. 


Everything that happened in 2020 was about the election. That is all the 
Democrats and media cared about. They were desperate to get Trump out of 
office. They used Covid as a pretext to not only take away as much of our 
freedom as possible, but also to institute illegal voting mechanisms to steal 
the election. That wasn’t enough. Trump was still massively popular so they 
pulled out their “go to” move from their playbook. 


Racism. 


They wanted to frame Trump and his supporters as white supremacists who 
have caused all this racism in our country. They needed a race war to blame 
on us. They used Antifa to fuel the flames and the Democrat governors did 
nothing to stop the madness, calling Trump a tyrant for even thinking about 
interfering with federal troops or the military. They wanted to cause chaos to 
make Trump look bad. Antifa was clearly organized. They would fly all 
over the country to different protests. They would consistently get bailed out 
of jail and left off the hook by leftist AG’s and Judges. This was not merely 
an idea. This was terrorism. 


Law & Order 


What I’m going to focus on now is some of the interesting things that 
happened behind the scenes & how this all ties in with with January 6th and 
Devolution. Here is the timeline of events following the death of George 
Floyd. 


e May 25th - George Floyd Dies 


e May 31 - Urgent email sent granting DEA authority to 
conduct covert surveillance and prevent against threats to 
public safety 


e May 31 - PDJT tweets that the USA will be designating 
Antifa as a terrorist organization (even though that didn’t 


happen....yet) 


e June Ist - Trump urges governors to deploy national 
guard and “Threatens” he would mobilize every available 
federal force both “civilian and military” to end violent 
protests. 


e June Ist - Trump makes surprise visit to Saint John’s 
Church 
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e June Ist - Hours after Saint John’s picture, FBI spy plane 
started surveilling Washington D.C. protests 








Shortly before 11 p.m. on Monday, June 1, just hours after federal police used tear 
gas and batons to clear protesters from the front of the White House for President 





Donald Trump’s Bible-wielding photo op, a Cessna Citation jet took off from 





Manassas Regional Airport in Virginia. Until about 1.30 a.m., it flew in a 7-mile 
circle around central Washington, DC, surveilling the protests, flight tracking 


records show. 


The aircraft is a one-of-a-kind spy plane operated by the FBI, fitted with 
sophisticated cameras for long-range, persistent video surveillance, day or night. It 
repeated its late-night circling around the city as protests continued the following 


two nights, and made a shorter flight on June 6. 


e June 3rd and 4th - National Guard uses RC-26 to surveil 
DC protests 


The FBI’s Cessna jet wasn’t the only sophisticated government spy plane to fly over 
DC in early June, On June 3 and 4, an RC-26 surveillance aircraft operated by the Air 
National Guard flew in tighter circles at altitudes of less than 7,000 feet. These 
planes, like the FBI’s jet, are commonly used in counter-drug trafficking 


operations. 


The Air National Guard told Air Force magazine that these flights were “responding 
to a District of Columbia National Guard request to provide airborne situational 
awareness of Key lines of communication and critical infrastructure within the 


District.’ 


* [Important to note that the President, followed by the DOD, followed by 
the Secretary of the Army is in charge of the District of Columbia 
National Guard: 


The D.C National Guard was formed in 1802 by President Thomas Jefferson to defend the newly created District of 
Columbia. As such, the Commanding General of the D.C. National Guard is subordinate solely to the President of the 
United States. This authority to activate the D.C. National Guard has been delegated, by the President, to the Secretary 


r 


of Defense and further delegated to the Secretary of the Army. The D.C. National Guard is the only National Guard unit, 


Out of all ofthe 54 states and territories, Which reportslonlyt0 tne President 


e June 4th - AG Barr announces DOJ has evidence of 
Antifa involvement 


We have evidence that Antifa and other similar extremist 
groups, as well as actors of a variety of different political 
persuasions, have been Involved in instigating and participating 
in the violent activity, and we are also’seeing foreign actors 
playing all sides to exacerbate the violence. The Department of 
Justice Is working to restore order in the District of Columbia 
and around the nation. 


e June 19th - Reporting confirms the DHS “used 


helicopters, airplanes and drones in more than 15 cities to 


watch protests over the killing of George Floyd and 
obtained more than 270 hours of surveillance’. 


e June 26th - Trump issues Executive order for Protecting 
American Monuments, Memorials, and Statues and 


Combating Recent Criminal Violence 





e June 26th - Barr releases implementation memo for 
creation of a DOJ task force on violent antigovernment 


extremists 


While some of the challen 


es to the rule of law that we have seen in recent weeks are 
fleeting, others are persistent. “anti | | 








I sasvAntifay and others—will 
pose continuing threats of lawlessness, Some of these violent extremists, moreover, maybe 
foriied by foreign entities seeking to sow chaos and disorder in our country. ‘The Department of 
Justice will respond to these violent groups in the same way we respond to other organized criminal 
or terrorist networks—by disrupting their violent activities and ultimately dismantling their 
capability to threaten the rule of law. 


The ultimate goal of the task force will be not only to enable 
prosecutions of extremists who engage in violence, but to understand these groups well enough 
that We can stop such violence Before"in Occurs and ultimately eliminate it as a threat to public 
safety and the rule of law, 

So based on the timeline above, we know that surveillance was taking place 
at these protests. We know there was a task force created to handle extremist 
groups. We also know that Trump wanted Antifa to be classified as a 


terrorist organization, something that shouldn’t be taken lightly. It is 
important to understand what that would mean. 


The National Counterterrorism Center (NCTC) 


The National Counterterrorism Center (NCTC) ts the primary organization within the 
U.S. government responsible for analyzing and integrating all terrorism and counterterrorism 
information possessed or acquired by U.S. government agencies. Under 50 U.S.C. § 3056, 
NCTC has broad authonity and responsibility wathin the U.S. government for’ analysis of 
terrorism and terrorist organizations 


organizations) {rom all sources of intelligence, whether collected inside or outside the United 











States,” including 


‘across agency boundaries, both inside and outside 
the United States.” NCTC produces a wide range of analytic and threat information for the 


Key part there is the NCTC doesn’t have “broad authority and 
responsibility” when it comes to “purely domestic terrorism and domestic 
terrorist organizations’. That falls strictly under the purview of the FBI (who 
gets assistance from DHS and other agencies). However, once there is a 
foreign or international aspect, the NCTC pulls rank and takes the lead. 








Many people say the Posse Comitatus Act (PCA) from 1878 restricts the use 
of military in domestic matters and I will cover this in detail in a future 
piece but there are exceptions to PCA. Specifically when it comes to 
terrorism, congress has given the President the freedom to do whatever he 
has to do. Here is an excerpt from the Antiterrorism and Effective Death 
Penalty Act of 1996 (you only need to read the highlighted parts). 


“$ 2339A. Providing material support to terrorists 
“(a) Ce : 
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any such violation, shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not 
more than 10 years, or both. 

“(b) DEFINITION. 
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SEC. 324. FINDINGS. 





(1) international terrorism is among the most serious 
transnational threats faced by the United States and its allies, 
far eclipsing the dangers posed by population growth or pollu- 
tion: 

(2) the President should continue to make efforts to counter 
international terrorism a national security priority; 

(3) because the United Nations has been an inadequate 
forum for the discussion of cooperative, multilateral responses 
to the threat of international terrorism, the President should 
undertake immediate efforts to develop effective multilateral 
reapOnees to international terrorism as a complement to 





(5) the Congress deplores decisions to ease, evade, or end 
international sanctions on state sponsors of terrorism, including 
the recent decision by the United Nations Sanctions Committee 
to allow airline flights to and from Libya despite Libya's non- 
compliance with United Nations resolutions; and 

(6) the President should continue to undertake efforts to 
increase the international isolation of state sponsors of inter- 
national terrorism, including efforts to strengthen international 
sanctions, and should oppose any future initiatives to ease 
sanctions on Libya or other state sponsors of terrorism. 


| wrote the word Terrorism over all those sections because that is what they are referring 
to and | didn’t want to waste your time by showing you each one. 


So lets just summarize a few points so we’re on the same page. 


e In order for military to get involved in handling terrorism, 
there needs to be a “foreign” or “international” aspect to 
the group(s) committing the terrorism. 


e Trump said the USA will be designating Antifa as a 
“Terrorist organization”’. 


e AG Barr said they were “also seeing foreign actors”. 


e Multiple agencies (including the District of Columbia 
National Guard) were using multiple forms of 
surveillance to monitor the protests. DC NG involvement 
= Department of Defense and the army. 


When you add all this up, it tells me they were treating Antifa as a foreign or 
international terrorist organization and were using all available resources to 
track and monitor the members on the ground including the military. Who 
would be in charge of overseeing an investigation into Antifa as a foreign or 
international terrorist organization? 


The Director of the National Counterterrorism Center (NCTC). 

Let's bring back a familiar face, shall we? 

The White House said today that President Trump intends to nominate Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of Defense for Special Operations and Combating Terrorism Christopher Miller to be director of the 
National Counterterrorism Center, Office of the Director of National Intelligence. 





Donald Trump nominated Christopher Miller on March 18th, 2020 and he 
was sworn in as Director of the NCTC on August 10th. 


(Warning, here come the confusing acronyms) 


Pay attention to the timeline. Prior to this nomination, he was the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special Operations and Combating 
Terrorism (DASD (SO/CT)). He was in that role from January 6th, 2020 
until August 7th and he would directly report to the Assistant Secretary of 
Defense for Special operations and Low-intensity Conflict (ASD (SO/LIC)). 


The'ASD(SO/LIC)is supported in his/her work by three Deputy Assistant Secretaries of Defense 


e DASD, Partnership strategy and Stability Operations 
« DASD, Countemarcotics and Global Threats 


Think back to part 3 in this series. I told you Chris miller was also 
“Performing the duties of’ ASD (SO/LIC) from June 19th, 2020 - August 
7th, 2020 so for that period of time, he served as both the ASD (SO/LIC) & 
DASD (SO/CT). Here is a reminder of what he did in those roles: 


In his current role, Miller is responsible for overseeing the employment of special operations forces 
in counterterrorism, Military Information Support Operations (MISO), Information Operations, 
unconventional warfare, irregular warfare, direct action, special reconnaissance, foreign internal 
defense, counter proliferation, sensitive special operations, and personnel recovery/hostage issues 
as specified by the Secretary of Defense. Miller was sworn in as the DASD for SOCT on Jan. 6. 
2020. 


So prior to becoming the Director of the NCTC, Miller was actively 
overseeing employment of special forces in counterterrorism (including 
special reconnaissance). Knowing that Antifa was being looked at as a 
foreign or international terrorist organization, Miller would have been 
directly involved in the surveillance operations and any other related 
operations. The same guy at the center of Devolution, is at the center of the 
Antifa investigation. 


Take a listen to this 4 minute clip from an interview released October 8th, 
2020. The Clip will start at 29:51. Watch until the 33:33 mark. 


Here are some of the key takeaways: “Our [NCTC] remit , FBI has 
domestic, we support when requested. What we focus on is the links. We do 
see some connectivity. What we haven’t seen yet is organized, foreign 
terrorist organizations supporting or directing domestic groups. When the 
intel backs it up they will get designated... The worst thing these groups can 
do is have an office on Rhode Island avenue, a post office box and a 
financial bank account. They have modified their organization structure and 
how they do things but that’s the key thing we keep our eyes on.” 


Now I think we’re ready to go over my main point. 


January 6th, 2021 


"I know that everyone here will soon be marching over to the Capitol 
Building to peacefully and patriotically make your voices heard." Those are 
the words the mainstream media actively buried from the public but if you 
listened to his speech, those are the words spoken by President Trump. I 
believe his supporters listened. The Capitol riots was one of the biggest 
chess moves used by Trump’s enemies. 


Remember, they have successfully stolen the election and they were able to 
deflect, gas light, and spin the narrative all the way to Jan 6th. All they 
needed to do was have it cemented by the electoral college vote. The only 
issue was there are legal ways to challenge the vote. Republicans were 
saying ahead of time they would do so. Lucky for Biden and his friends, the 
“Capital was breached” and “Trump and his supporters we’re trying to 
overthrow the government”. 


When the dust settled, nobody talked about the challenges to the vote 
anymore. They swiftly proceeded to “vote” for Biden and here we are. 
Think about just a few of the things that have happened as a result of that 
day. 
e The “electoral college vote” went through without 
challenge. 


e Social media and big tech used it as a pretext to censor 
Trump and his supporters. 


e They used it to justify a second impeachment even though 
he had “left” office. 


e They used it to go after and imprison Trump supporters 
just for being in the Capitol, the large majority of which 


didn’t do anything nefarious. 


e They use it to target Trump supporters who weren’t at the 
Capitol. 


e They have used it to start this bogus January 6th 
commission. 


e They continue to use the narrative of the “insurrection” 
attempting to go invalidate the audits. 


How Jan 6th played out was far more beneficial to Trump’s enemies than it 


was for Trump and it was so obvious that something like this would happen. 
Antifa is known for infiltrating these types of events yet Trump gave them a 
massive opportunity to do so. What was he thinking? 


As always, he was thinking 10 steps ahead. 
Trump set them up. 


First let’s look at the timeline of the events 


Trump was scheduled to speak at 11:00 AM EST. They plastered his 
starting time of 11:00 AM everywhere. I personally remember watching the 


speech and waiting for him to start. It seemed like an eternity because I was 
so excited. I thought for sure this was the speech he was going to make his 
“reveal” of how he wouldn’t allow the election to be stolen. He instead was 
an hour late and started around Noon. It wasn’t the “reveal” we were hoping 
it would be. 


The speech lasted 1 hour and 12 minutes, ending at 1:12 PM EST. 
Lawmakers gathered for their joint session at the Capitol starting at 1:00 PM 


EST. The speech was located at the Ellipse, more than a mile and a half 
from the Capitol. The Capitol barricades were breached at 1:05 PM EST 
The math doesn’t add up. 


I think Trump was late to speak on purpose because he had intel of what 
Antifa was planning. The best proof I can provide you of this comes in the 


form of a memo that has gone almost completely unnoticed. Here are some 
of the key screenshots: 


In particular, reliable reporting suggests that the movement known as Antifa |s 


directly or indirectly responsible for some of the recent lawlessness in our 


communities, and has exploited tragedies to advance a radical, lettist, anarchist, 


and often violent agenda. Infact; Antifahas long used othenwise permissible 





The Department of Justice has already publicly confirmed that actions by Antita 


and similar groups meet the standard for domestic terrorism. 


The violence spurred on by Antifa — such as hurling projectiles and incendiary 
devices at police, burning vehicles, and violently confronting police in defiance of 


local curfews — is dangerous to human lite and to the fabric of our Nation. These 


violent acts undermine the rights of peaceful protestors and destroy the lives, 


liberty, and property of the people of this Nation, especially those most 
vulnerable. 


Note the Date: 


PRESIDENTIAL MEMORANDA 


Memorandum on Inadmissibility 
of Persons Affiliated with Antifa 
Based on Organized Criminal 
Activity 


— LAW& JUSTICE — ‘Is8ledonsdanuary'5y2021 
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It’s almost as if Trump was telling us exactly what Antifa was about to do; 
“Antifa has long used otherwise permissible demonstrations to engage in 


lawless, criminal behavior to further its radical agenda’. “These violent acts 
undermine the rights of peaceful protestors...” 


So this memo, which came out the day before the Capitol riots, instructed 
that “The Secretary of State shall, in consultation with the Attorney General 
and the Secretary of Homeland Security, review information received from 
the Department of Justice and other authorities to assess whether to classify 
Antifa as a terrorist organization under section 1182(a)(3)(B)(vi) of title 8, 
United States Code.”’ 


The timing of this is more than a coincidence. Why was this memorandum 
issued on January 5th? What changed? As Patrick Gunnels said (Gunnel’s 
Telegram Link) “Trump wanted this to be the biggest rally of all time. He 
wanted to make sure Antifa would infiltrate it. He knew they would try a 
false flag event and he goaded them into it”. Our military had been 
monitoring and surveilling Antifa since the summer riots. The events from 
January 6th were “allowed to happen’. Chris Miller even said in an 
interview that the “Full story hasn’t been told”. 


It’s also more than a coincidence that SecDef Miller is so heavily involved 
here. All summer he was in charge of the special operation units specifically 
relating to special operations, counterterrorism, and low-intensity conflict. 
The exact units from our special forces who would be involved figuring out 
Antifa’s network. I showed you in Devolution Part 3 that he was the man 
under which Devolution was possible. Remember what I have been saying, 
we are at war! The military has to be involved somehow and on Jan 6th, 
Trump delegated to the man in charge of our military the authority to decide 
when to call in the DC Guard. 


Officials have said publicly since Jan. 6 that then-President Donald Trump had given Miller tull authority to 
activate the Guard ahead of the planned “Stop the Steal” rally, removing the need for him to consult the 
president on the day. 


This is all connected! 


Closing 


Who planned Antifa’s involvement on Jan 6th? Who in the Democrat party 
knew it was going to happen? Who paid for it? Why haven’t they released 
all the video from that day? Are their any ties between Antifa and those 
responsible for stealing our election? 


It’s not a stretch to say that those who stole the election also planned the 
“insurrection” as the last move to make sure Trump couldn’t interfere with 
Biden ascending to the “presidency”. When the full story does come out, 
and if my theory is true, the consequences will be profound. 


If Antifa had been surveilled since the summer, their network will be mostly 
mapped out. This would include anybody in our government and anybody 
overseas who may be involved. Any problems they cause after Trump’s “reveal” 
will be dealt with swiftly and Trump has full authority to deal with them as he 
needs to. Antifa won’t get as long of a leash as they did all of 2020. 


Think about this in terms of chess, there are moves and counter moves. In 
the game of chess, a sacrifice is “giving up one of your chess pieces with the 
objective of gaining a tactical or positional advantage”’. This is what January 
6th was to Trump. He wanted the electoral college vote to go through 
because (my theory is) he suspended the vote so the actual counting of the 
votes didn’t matter anyway. Things needed to move forward so we could get 
to where we are today. 


The democrats obviously thought the challenges to the electoral votes would 
be a problem so they made their move to stop it. Trump saw this coming, 
and as usual was prepared. Instead of making a defensive move, he let them 
go too far once again, making themselves vulnerable. The actions that took 
place on January 6th was a trap and everything is falling into place for 
Trump. 
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If you have any questions or would just like to engage in some Devolution 
talk, feel free to email me or join my telegram and ask 
away: https://t.me/patelpatriotchat and don’t forget to Subscribe! 


Setting the Table 


Did you know, that on January 5th, 2021, Donald Trump signed an 
executive order which I believe further proves that Devolution is real? 
January 6th was such a shit show that this Executive Order largely went 
unnoticed in the background of the insurrection. I didn’t know about it until 
very recently. Before I show you that order, let me provide the needed 
background first. 


On May 11th, 2017, President Trump issued Executive Order 13799: 
Establishment of Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity. 
Vice President Mike Pence was the chair of the commission and they were 
to “study the registration and voting processes used in Federal elections’”’. It 
was solely an advisory commission and was to submit a report to the 
president. 


The commission was met with major backlash after requesting donor data 
and information from the individual states. At least eight lawsuits were filed 
challenging the commission, alleging that its activities violated the law. On 
Jan 3rd, 2018, without any report having been released, Trump disbanded 


the commission blaming “mostly Democrat States”: 


Donald J. Trump © 
| @réalDonaldTrump 


Many mostly Democrat States refused to hand over data from 
the 2016 Election to the Commission On Voter Fraud. They 
fought hard that the Commission not see their records or 
methods because they know that many people are voting 
illegally. System is rigged, must go to Voter |.D. 

¥ 

93K 

2:02 AM - 4 Jan 2018 


47 6K people are talking about this 


Donald J. Trump © 
) @realDonaldTrump 


As Americans, you need identification, sometimes in a very 
strong and accurate form, for almost everything you do.....except 
when it comes to the most important thing, VOTING for the 
people that run your country. Push hard for Voter Identification! 
¥ 

131K 

2:11 AM - 4 Jan 2018 


3.0K people are talking about this 


White House spokeswoman Sarah Huckabee Sanders said in a statement Wednesday: 
that Trump signed an executive order to dissolve the commission “rather than engage in 


endless legal battles at taxpayer expense. 


Donald J. Trump @ 
@realDonaldTrump 


Many mostly Democrat States refused to hand over data from 
the 2016 Election to the Commission On Voter Fraud. They 
fought hard that the Commission not see their records or 
methods because they know that many people are voting 
illegally. System is rigged, must go to Voter |.D. 

L 
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5:02 AM - 4 Jan 2018 


47.6K people are talking about this 


Donald J. Trump @ 
| @realDonaldTrump 


As Americans, you need identification, sometimes in a very 


when it comes to the most important thing, VOTING for the 
people that run your country. Push hard for Voter Identification! 
¥ 

131K 

211 AM- 4 Jan 2018 


53.5K people are talking about this 
White House spokeswoman Sarah Huckabee Sanders said in a statement Wednesday: 


that Trump signed an executive order to dissolve the commission “rather than engage in 


endless legal battles at taxpayer expense. 


On September 12, 2018, President Trump issued Executive Order 13848: 
Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of Foreign Interference in a United 
States Election. Here is a brief description of the Executive Order: 


E.O. 13848 (|) introduces broad sanctions with respect to targeted foreign 
persons determined to have interfered with a U.S. election directly or indirectly; 
(Ii) introduces a specific analysis and reporting process to identify foreign 
interference with U.S. elections as well as the foreign persons responsible for it 
and (iii) requests recommendations for the President, including remedial 
measures and whether additional sanctions against targeted foreign persons may 
be appropriate. 


Now Let’s walk through some of the specifics of the EO. 


Accordingly, I hereby order: 


Section 1. (a) Not later than 45 days atter the conclusion of a United States 


election, the Director ot National Intelligence, in consultation with the heads ot 


any other appropriate executive departments and agencies (agencies), shall 





acted with the intent or purpose of interfering in that election. The assessment 
shall identity, to the maximum extent ascertainable, the nature of any foreign 
interference and any methods employed to execute it, the persons involved, and 
the foreign government or governments that authorized, directed, sponsored, or 
supported it. The Director of National Intelligence shall deliver this assessment 
and appropriate supporting information to the President, the Secretary of State, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of Défensé, the Attorney General, and 
the Secretary of Homeland Security. 


(b) Within 45 days of recetving the assessment and information described in 
section i(a) of this order, the Attorney General and the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, in consultation with the heads of any other appropriate agencies and, as 


appropriate, State and local officials, shall deliver to the President, the Secretary 





of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, e Secretary of Dete report 
evaluating, with respect to the United States election that is the subject of the 


assessment described in section i(a): 


(1) the extent to which any foreign interference that targeted election 
infrastructure materially atfected the security or integrity of that 
infrastructure, the tabulation of votes, or the timely transmission of election 


results; and 


(il) if any foreign interference involved activities targeting the infrastructure 
of, or pertaining to, a political organization, campaign, or candidate, the |’ 
extent to which such activities materially attected the security or integrity of 
that intrastructure, including by unauthorized access to, disclosure or 


threatened disclosure of, or alteration or falsification of, information or data. 


The report shall identify any material issues of fact with respect to these matters 
that the Attorney General and the Secretary of Homeland Security are unable to 
evaluate or reach agreement on at the time the report is submitted. The report 
shall also include updates and recommendations, when appropriate, regarding 
remedial actions'to be taken by the United States Government, other than'the 
estes ERED Et uishisond 


Recap: 


e No later than 45 days after the conclusion of a United 
States election, the DNI along with others is to conduct an 
assessment of any information showing foreign 
interference in our elections. 


e One of the members receiving this assessment is the 
Secretary of Defense 


e Within 45 days of receiving that assessment, the AG and 
the Secretary of Homeland Security are to make a report 
evaluating 


o how badly the foreign interference affected the 
security and integrity of our election 
infrastructure, counting of votes, transmission 
of results; and 

o if the foreign interference targeted election 
infrastructure relating to specific campaigns or 
candidates and how it could have affected that 
campaign’s information or data 


e One of the members receiving that report is the Secretary 
of Defense 


e The report is to include recommendations, if appropriate, 
regarding REMEDIAL ACTIONS to be taken by the US 
Government other than the sanctions 


Definition of remedial 


1 :intenged as aremedy 


Definition of remedy (Entry 1 of 2) 


1 :amedicine, application, or treatment that relieves or cures a disease 


2 :something that corrects or counteracts 


So if appropriate, the report could include recommended actions to “correct 
or counteract” said foreign interference. Back to the Executive Order: 


(c) Heads of all relevant agencies shall transmit to the Director of National 
Intelligence any information relevant to the execution of the Director's duties 
pursuant to this order, as appropriate and consistent with applicable law. If 
relevant information emerges after the submission ot the report mandated by 
section 1(a) of this order, the Director, in consultation with the heads ot any 
other appropriate agencies, shall amend the report, as appropriate, and the 
Attorney General and the Secretary of Homeland Security shall amend the report 


required by section 1(b), as appropriate. 


(a) Nothing in this order shall prevent the head of any agency orany other 
appropriate official from tendering to the President, at any time through an 
appropriate channel, any analysis, information, assessment, or evaluation of 


foreign interference in a United States election. 


(e) If information indicating that foreign interference in a State, tribal, or local 
election within the United States has occurred 1s identified, it may be included, as 
appropriate, in the assessment mandated by section i(a) of this order or in the 
report mandated by section 1(b) of this order, litted te 


This means that at any time, “the head of any agency or any other 


appropriate official” may “tender to the President’, “any analysis, 





information, assessment, or evaluation of foreign interference in a US 
election. This also means that if an “appropriate official” has any 
information that indicates foreign interference in a US election, they can 
submit that information “to the President in an independent report’. 


This is a bombshell. “Hypothetically” speaking, if our military were to come 
across ANY information showing foreign interference in a US election, they 
could report it directly to the President in an independent report and do so at 
ANY time. They could completely bypass the heads of every other agency 
and they don’t have to stick to the 45 day x 45 day timeline. 


(t) Not later than 30 days following the date of this order, the Secretary of State, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the Attorney General, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, and the Director of National Intelligence shall develop a framework for 
the process that will be used to carry out their respective responsibilities 
pursuant to this order. The framework, whichimay be classified in wholeorin 
part, shall focus on ensuring that agencies fulfill their responsibilities pursuant to 
this order in a manner that maintains methodological consistency; protects law 
enforcement or other sensitive information and intelligence sources and 
methods; maintains an appropriate separation betiveen intelligence functions 
and policy and legal judgments; ensures that efforts to protect electoral processes 
and institutions are insulated trom political bias; and respects the principles of 
free speech and open debate. 

I believe this part of the Executive Order is Trump’s attempt to weed all the 
bad actors in our government agencies. He 1s allowing them to establish the 
framework used to carry out this order and he specifically mentions that this 
framework “ensures that efforts to protect electoral processes and 


institutions are insulated from political bias; and respects the principles of 
free speech and open debate”. Allow me to explain. 


Assessment & Report As Required By EO 13848 


The assessment required by EO 13848(1)(a) was presented to the President, 
senior Officials, and both the congressional leadership and intelligence 
oversight committees on January 7th, 2021. [Lot’s of things seem to have 
happened around that January 6th date] This assessment wasn’t declassified 
and released to the public until March 15th, 2021. 


Then DNI Avril Haines said herself that “Foreign malign INFLUENCE is 
an enduring challenge facing our country. These efforts by U.S. adversaries 
seek to exacerbate divisions and undermine confidence in our democratic 
institutions. Addressing this ongoing challenge requires a whole-of- 
government approach grounded in an accurate understanding of the 
problem, which the Intelligence Community, through assessments such as 
this one, endeavors to provide.” 


The assessment contains 5 “Key Judgements” (Only need to read 
highlighted parts in the series of screen shots below): 






detection by intelligence collection on the actors themselves, through physical and cyber security monitoring around 
voting systems across the country, or in post-election audits, The IC identified some successful compromises of state 
and local government networks prior to Election Day—as well as a higher volume of unsuccessful attempts—that we 
assess were not directed at altering election processes. Some foreign actors, such as Iran and Russia, spread false or 
inflated claims about alleged compromises of voting systems to undermine public confidence in election processes and 
results, 

They are correct here, it “would be difficult for a foreign actor to manipulate 


election processes at a scale without detection by intelligence collection on 
the actors themselves”’. 


Key Judgment 2: We assess that Russian President Putin authorized, and a range of Russian government 
organizations conducted, influence operations aimed at denigrating President Biden's candidacy and the 
Democratic Party, supporting former President Trump, undermining public confidence in the electoral process, 


and exacerbating sociopolitical divisions in the US. Unlike in 2016, we did not see persistent Russian cyber efforts 
{io gain access to election infrastructure. We have high confidence in our assessment; Russian state and proxy actors 


who all serve the Kremlin's interests worked to affect US public perceptions in a consistent manner. A key element of 


1d, dd POM 
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“Unlike 2016”, when foreign actors definitely stole the election for Trump 
(sarcasm). I believe the “influence narratives” they are alluding to here is the 
Hunter Biden laptop story. CNN confirmed the story on April 2nd, only 18 
days after this assessment was released. Time flies when you’re trying to 
cover up the biggest scandal of all time. 


Side note: The fact their narrative changed between this assessment and 
early April is further circumstantial evidence that the defector Dong Jingwei 
story 1s true. 


Key Judgment 3; We assess that Iran carried out a multi-pronged covert influence campaign intended to undercut 
former President Trump’s reelection prospects—though without directly promoting his rivals—undermine public 
confidence in the electoral process and US institutions, and sow division and exacerbate societal tensions in the 
US. We have high confidence in this assessment, We assess that Supreme Leader Khamenei authorized the campaign 
and Iran's military and intelligence services implemented it using overt and covert messaging and cyber operations. 


Key Judgment 4; We assess that 


Waeyh | 


and assessed its traditional influence tools— 





primarily targeted economic measures and lobbying—would be sufficient to mect its goal of shaping US China policy 


regardless of the winner. The NIO for Cyber assesses, however, that China did take some steps o try to undermine 
Key Judgment §; We assess that a range of additional foreign actors—including Lebanese Hizballah, Cuba, and 
Venezuela—took some steps to attempt to influence the election, In general, we assess that they were smaller in scale 
than the influence efforts conducted by other actors this election cycle. Cybercrimunals disrupted some election 
preparations; we judge their activities probably were driven by financial motivations. 


They must have asked China what they should write here. This part was 
interesting though, “We have high confidence in this judgement [that China 
didn’t deploy interference efforts]... [China] did not view either election 
outcome as being advantageous enough for China to risk getting caught 
meddling”. However the “National Intelligence Officer for Cyber assesses 
that China did take some steps to try to undermine former President Trumps 
reelection.” Seems like conflicting reports on China to me. 


On March 16th, the day after the IC assessment was released, the 
Departments of Justice and Homeland security issued their report required 


by EO 13848(1)(b). 


We-the Department of i at 





the FBI, and Department of Homeland Security, including 


ad actor prevented voting, changed votes, 
or + igi the ity to th votes oF " transmit election results in a timely manner; altered any 
or otherwise compromised the integrity of voter registration 


information of any ballots cast during 2020 federal elections. 








The IC—including the FBI and the IC elements of DHS—has previously assessed that it would be difficult 
for a foreign actor to manipulate election processes at scale without detection by intelligence collection, 
post-election audits, or physical and cyber security monitoring of voting systems across the country. 


¢ We are aware of multiple public claims that one or more foreign governments—including 
Venezuela, Cuba, or China—owned, directed, or controlled election infrastructure used in the 

2020 federal elections; implemented a scheme to manipulate election infrastructure; or tallied, 

changed, or otherwise manipulated vote counts. 


None of the above is that surprising. We assume the agencies above are 
littered with Chinese assets so obviously these reports weren’t going to find 
anything of substance. This is where it starts getting really interesting. On 
January 7th, the same day that the assessment required by EO 13848(1)(a) 
was provided to the higherups, DNI John Ratcliffe released a memo 


regarding his “Views on Intelligence Community Election Security 
Analysis.” (Only need to read highlighted parts) 






From my unigue vantage point asthe individual who consumes al of the U.S. 
government S most sensitive intelligence on the People’s Republic of China, I do'not believe the 


Ps =" ES 





The majority view expressed in this [CA with regard to China’s actions to influence the 
election fall short of the mark for several specific reasons, 


Analytic Standard B requires the IC to maintain “independence of political 
considerations,” This is particularly important during times when the country is, as the 
Ombudsman wrote, “in a hyper partisan state.” However, the Ombudsman found that: 






(IRTPA Section 1019)” 


Furthermore, alternative viewpoints on China’s election influence efforts have not been 
appropriately tolerated, much less encouraged, In fact, the Ombudsman found that: 


“There were strong efforts to suppress analysis of alternatives (AOA) in the August 
[National intelligence Council Assessment on foreign election influence], and associated 
IC products, which is a violation of Tradecraft Standard 4 and IRTPA Section 1017. 
National Intelligence Council (NIC) officials reported that Central Intelligence Agency 





analyses in their own production during the drafting of the NICA.’ i i ; H 
cma the Ombudsman found hae : | Manag 







politicization,” a | agree. 





Hei — not, a a fact that fe Onbudenie: found dering his 
research and interviews with stakeholders, Placing the NIO Cyber on a metaphorical island by 
attaching his name alone to the minority view is a testament to both his courage and to the 


effectiveness of the institutional pressures that have been brought to bear on others who agree 
with him. 


_ Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act (IRTPA) Analytic Standard D requires 







UoPeEMen fl te : ajOrIly V1 are TOT Based On ii % Thesefore 
the majority view falls short of RTPA Analytic Standard D. 





done aseiion hSoeece ice ence across various analyte communities, it is at to me 
that different groups of analysts who focus on election threats from different countries are using 







different terminology 





to communicate the same ne malign actions. Spe 





a : 


ccna. The Analytic Oibuideman found that: 





a did not, This is inconsistent with Tradecraft Standard l, 


In the Ombudsman’ report, he accurately acknowledged my commitment “to provide an 
independent avenue for analysts to pursue unbiased analysis.” My approach here is not without 
precedent. In 1962, a National Intelligence Estimate stated that the Soviet Union was unlikely to 
place missiles in Cuba. Then-CIA Director John McCone forcefully disagreed with the analysts, 


In that same spirit, | am adding my voice in support of the stated minority view -!baged 
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3 . deral elections, and raising ert cr the lige 
Comevnky 0 address the underlying i issues with China reporting outlined above, 


This is what I meant by “Trump used the EO to weed out bad actors”. When 
the truth comes out there will be some people in big trouble for covering this 
up. This whole scenario is another example of why I think Devolution 
through the Department of Defense and the Military is the only option. They 
are the only ones who could have uncovered all the intelligence of foreign 
interference and EO 13848 gave the Secretary of Defense the option to go 
directly to the President at any time and present him with an independent 
report on the subject. Who was the Secretary of Defense during all of this? 
None other than Christopher C. Miller. 
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Let us continue. I know this article is so long but this is all so important and 
all ties together. I want to briefly jump back to EO 13848 so we can 
understand the definition they use for “election infrastructure”. 


(d) the term “election infrastructure” means information and communications 
technology and systems used by or on behalf of the Federal Government or a 
State or local government in managing the election process, including voter 
registration databases, voting machines, voting tabulation equipment, and 


equipment for the secure transmission of election results; 


Information and Communications Technology 
On May 15th, 2019, President Trump issued Executive Order 13873: 
Securing the Information and Communications Technology (ICT) and 


Services Supply Chain. Here is a summary from the U.S. Department of 
Commerce: 


The Executive Order: Securing the Information and Communications Technology and Services Supply Chain declares 
that threats to the information and communications technology and services supply chain by foreign adversaries are a 
national emergency. The Executive Order prohibits certain transactions that involve information and communications 
technology or services designed, developed, manufactured, or supplied by persons owned by, controlled by, or 
subject to the jurisdiction or direction of a foreign adversary whenever the Secretary of Commerce, in consultation 


with other Federal officials, determines that such a transaction, or a class of transactions: 


¢ Poses an undue risk of sabotage to or subversion of the design, integrity, manufacturing, production, 
distribution, installation, operation, or maintenance of information and communications technology or services 
in the United States; 


© Poses an undue risk of catastrophic effects on the security or resiliency of United States critical infrastructure or 


the digital economy of the United States; or 


© Otherwise posesianunacceptablerisktothenational securityof the United Statesor the security and safety of 


United States persons. 


This executive order is essentially saying that the US shouldn’t be using ICT 
that is made by, or can be considered controlled by a foreign adversary. 


ieee | iri })er 1100 that 
the unrestricted acquisition or use in the United States ot information and 
communications technology or services designed, developed, manufactured, or 
supplied by persons owned by, controlled by, or subject to the jurisdiction or 
direction of foreign adversaries augments the ability of foreign adversaries to 
create and exploit vulnerabilities in information and communications technology 
or services, with potentially catastrophic effects, and thereby constitutes an 
unusual and extraordinary threat to the national security, foreign policy, and 


economy of the United States, #7 ™™™™iiimgpiahislgsilastemnemmeioesiinioes 


What exactly is ICT? 


ICT, or information and communications technology (or technologies), isithewinitasinucture 


and conponei iat enable modem computing 


Although there is no single, universal definition of ICT, the term is generally accepted to 
mean all devices, networking components, applications and systems that combined allow 
peopleandorganizalions (i.¢., businesses, nonprofit agencies, governments and criminal 


enterprises) to interact in the digital world. 


Components of an ICT system 

IGT encompasses both the interet-enabled sphere as well as the mobile one powered by 
wireless networks. It also includes antiquated technologies, such as landline telephones, 

fadio and television broadcast -- all of which are still widely used today alongside cutting- 

edge ICT pieces such as artificial intelligence and robotics. 


ICT is sometimes used synonymously with IT (for information technology); however, OTs 





The list of ICT components is exhaustive, and it continues to grow. Some components, such 
as computers and telephones, have existed for decades. Others, such as smartphones, 
digital TVs and robots, are more recent entries. 





But ICT has also created problems and challenges to organizations and individuals alike -- 
as well as fo society as a whole, The digitization of data, the expanding use of high-speed 
intemet and the growing global network together have led to new levels of crime, WHErE!S6- 








systems to steal money, intellectual property or private information or to Gisruptisystemsithiat 
COnitrolcriticakinizastiuetuie; ICT has also brought automation and robots that displace 


workers who are unable to transfer their skills to new positions. And ICT has allowed more 
and more people to limit their interactions with others, creating what some people fear is a 
population that could lose some of what makes it human. 


So let’s recap quick and be amazed at what Trump did here. 


e His September 2018 EO 13848 created a path for the 
DOD and the military to bypass all agencies and report 
directly to the president any information they find 
regarding foreign interference in an election. 


e EO 13848 allows for recommendations for other 
REMEDIAL ACTIONS not listed in the provided EO 
sanctions. 


e EO 13848 defines Election Infrastructure as ICT and 
systems used in the election process. 


e His May 2019 EO 13873 prohibits using components in 
our critical infrastructure made by foreign adversaries 


One more thing found in EO 13873 that references something I covered 
extensively in Devolution - Part 5: 


(b) The Secretary of Homeland Security shall continue to assess and identity 
entities, hardware, software, and services that present vulnerabilities in the 
United States and that pose the greatest potential consequences to the national 
security of the United States. The Secretary of Homeland Security, in 


coordination with sector-specific agencies and Goordinating Gouneils as 


appropriate, shall produce a written assessment within 80 days ot the date of this 


order, and annually thereatter. Thisassessment shall include an evaluation of 
sacral meee 





‘services relied upon by critical infrastructure entities identified pursuant to 
section 9 of Executive Order 13636 of February 12, 2013 (Improving Critical 


Intrastructure Cybersecurity). 


It really shouldn’t be surprising at this point but here again we uncover 
another layer of corruption in our government. EO 13873 calls for the 
“Secretary of Homeland Security, in coordination with sector-specific 
agencies and COORDINATING COUNCILS” to identify the ICT 
“hardware, software, or services...relied upon by critical infrastructure 
entities”. Remember, the EISCC is one of those coordinating councils and 
DOMINION is a member of the EISCC. 


It also shouldn’t be surprising that the voting machines used in our elections 
are powered by Chinese hardware. That article doesn’t name the 


manufacturer of the machine they studied but the findings are incredible. 


Efforts by the federal government and campaigns to keep state sponsored hackers from Russia and China out of U.S. elections 


may have overlooked a one major source of vulnerability: the hardware and software ‘puts’ of voting machines. 


A study by the security firm Interos has found that one fifth (20%) of the hardware and software components in a popular 
voting machine came from suppliers in China. Furthermore, close to two-thirds (59%) of components in that voting machine 


came from companies with locations in both China and Russia. 


The study is by Interos, a third party risk software company.* Init, the company analyzed both the hardware and software 
components used in a popular voting machine and then “mapped the supply chain” of the machine, including the companies 
further down the supply chain. These fourth- and fifth party (or so-called “subtier”) suppliers play a heretofore unstudied role 


in the creation of countless technology products, from networking gear to cameras and drones to voting machines, 


“20% of the hardware and software components” came from suppliers in 
China. How have we been able to trust the results of any modern day 
election? The answer is we can't and the 2020 election provides a great 
example. 


January 6th, 2021 AGAIN 


The beauty of my Devolution series becoming so popular is the fact that 
there are so many people adding bits and pieces that help complete the 
puzzle. Here is a perfect example: 


Drought Tolerant Ju! 31 
| checked the US House Floor 


Schedule on January 6th, there was entry that President Trump sent a sealed letter on Jan Sth which 
they opened on Jan 6th shortly after noon ( apx 12:04 or 12:06 pm) it contained a Previously signed 
executive order which was passed to Gregory Meeks of the foregin Atfairs committee. | don't recall the 
CO number, but believe it had to do with not allowing Chynna software in our election system. Maybe 
you could confirm the schedule and make sense of the EO implications? 


¥ Reply 


" PatriotWatch Aug | 
Here |s the link for the sealed letter opening on the US House of Representatives Floor: 


httos://live.house,gov/?date=2021-01-06 


Just scroll down to "12:04:56 PM" 
2 Reply » 


] bennys Aug | 


thank you patriot . the one right b4 that aligns with eo 13848 too. 
qi Reply “0 


I looked into this and it was a bombshell. Check this out from House 
FloorCast 


The House received a message from the Clerk. Pursuant to the permission granted in 
Clause 2(h) of Rule Il of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives, the Clerk notified 
the House that she had received a sealed envelope from the White House on January 5, 
2021 at 5:05 p.m., said to contain a message from the President regarding additional steps 
addressing the threat posed by applications and other software developed or controlled 
by Chinese companies. 


The Speaker laid before the House a message from the President transmitting a 
notification of a declaration of a national emergency with respect to the information and 
communications technology and services supply chain declared in Executive Order 13873 
of May 15, 2019 - referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed 
(H. Doc. 117-6). 


Sure enough, on January 5th, the day before the “insurrection” Trump issued 


Executive Order 13971: Addressing the Threat Posed by Applications 
and Other Software Developed or Controlled by Chinese Companies. 


I, DONALD J. TRUMP, President of the United States of America, find that 
additional steps must be taken to deal with the national emergency with respect 
to the information and communications technology and services supply chain 
declared in Executive Order 13873 of May 15, 2010 (Securing the Information 
and Communications Technology and Services Supply Chain). Specifically, the 
pace and pervasiveness of the spread in the United States of certain connected 
mobile and desktop applications and other software developed or controlled by 
persons in the People’s Republic of China, to include Hong Kong and Macau 
(China), continue to threaten the national security, foreign policy, and economy 
of the United States. At this time, action must be taken to address the threat 


posed by these Chinese connected sottware applications. 


Section 1. (a) The following actions shall be prohibited beginning 45 days after 
the date ot this order, to the extent permitted under applicable law: any 
transaction by any person, or with respect to any property, subject to the 
jurisdiction of the United States, with persons that or a 


following Chinese connected software‘applications; or with their subsidiaries, as 


those transactions and persons are identified by the Secretary of Commerce 





(Secretary) under subsection (e) of this section: Alipay, CamScanner, QQ Wallet, 
SHAREIt, Teneent QQ, VMate, WeChat Pay, and WPS Office. 


“Develop or control the following Chinese connected software 
applications”. Remember that because I’m about to do some speculation and 
I will admit, this may be irresponsible solely because I’m not extremely 
knowledgeable in the world of ICT but maybe somebody else out there 1s. 


These articles are the best way for me to get the word out so if somebody 
else can strengthen or disprove the connection I’m about to make, I would 
be thrilled to share it. 


One of the companies President Trump singled out in this executive order is 
Tencent QQ. Tencent OQ is owned by Tencent Holdings Ltd. Tencent 
Holdings Ltd has many subsidiaries in various markets for internet-related 
services and products. One of those subsidiaries is Tencent Technology 
(Shenzhen) Company Limited. 


The United States has many different classifications for its patents. One such 
classification is Class 705/12 - Voting or Election Arrangement. 





Voting or election arrangement: 


235, Registers, subclass 386 for a system which reads sheets bearing 


hand-coded indicia representative of various categories and provides a total 
for each category. 


1? 


Tencent Technology (Shenzhen) Company Limited holds a patent under the 
705/12 - Voting or Election Arrangement. (Below) The abstract discusses 
social networks but looking through the actual patent it seems to do more 
with servers. Please, somebody more skilled than I needs to look into this. 


Interaction system and method, client, and background server 

Patent number: 10861107 

Abstract: A method, including: at a client terminal of a user of a social network platform: displaying a first network 
resource published by a first resource publisher; displaying a resource rewarding affordance in association with the first 
hetwork resource or an identifier of the first resource publisher; detecting user selection of the resource rewarding 
affordance; and in accordance with a determination that the resource rewarding affordance has been selected while the 
resource rewarding affordance 's displayed in association with the first network resource or the identifier of the first 
resource publisher, initiating a resource rewarding operation to reward the first resource publisher on the social network 
platform, wherein the resource rewarding operation transfers reward goods from a social network account of the user to 
a Social network account of the first resource publisher on the social network platform, 

Type: Grant 

Filed: September 20, 2017 

Date of Patent: December 8, 2020 


signee: TENCENT TECHNOLOGY SHENZHEN) COMPANY LIMITED 


Inventors: Wen Zha, Kaibin Chen, Changpeng Pan, Dong Huang, Linping Tang, Ge Liang 


Does one of the companies who put on our election use hardware or 
software from a CCP associated company? A company with a “Voting and 
election” patent? I believe Trump caught the CCP and this was his way of 
telling them and he told them the day before the “insurrection” false flag. 


Closing 


We have a political party in this country that stole an election with 
assistance from a foreign adversary. Our federal agencies were complicit, 
and even the courts looked the other way. There are 3 branches of our 
Federal Government: Legislative, Executive, and Judicial. What happens 
when 2 of those branches allow a foreign adversary to compromise the 
other? This has been a complete and total failure of both our legislative and 
judicial branches. 


The Constitution permits Congress to authorize the use of the militia “to 
execute the Laws of the Union, suppress Insurrections and repel 
Invasions.” These constitutional provisions are reflected in the Insurrection 
Acts, which have been invoked numerous times both before and after 
passage of the Posse Comitatus Act, 18 U.S.C. Section 1385, in 1878. 


The Posse Comitatus Act outlaws the president from using of any part of the 
armed forces to execute the law unless expressly authorized by the 
constitution or an act of Congress. What happens if the Constitution has 
been trampled on? What happens if our Congress has been compromised? 


The Constitution guarantees the states protection against usurpation of their 
“republican form of government”. What if that usurpation was allowed by 
members of our own government in Washington D.C., not a state, but a 
federal district; the literal seat of our government. 


The answer to all these questions is obvious. The Military is our only 
solution to take back the constitutional form of government our founders 
intended for us. 


President Donald J. Trump left an opportunity for the Military to take 
remedial actions to counter and correct the stolen election. Everything points 
to them seizing that opportunity. 


Devolution - Part 8 How & When 


Patel Patriot 


Aug 8, 2021 





If you have any questions or would just like to engage in some Devolution 
talk, feel free to email me or join my telegram and ask 

away: https://t.me/patelpatriotchat and don’t forget to Subscribe! 
—EeE>E>E>>y>>>>>>>>>>—>>>——E>>>—>E>—>>ee>=>E>>__=—_—_=__S_—_SESE_aEa=y 
Special thank you to contributing author A. C. Harmony for her help 
editing! 


This past week I have been writing what would have been Devolution - Part 
8. A rather complicated piece with lots of detail to sort out. However, the 
piece I was writing is being pushed back to Part 9 because some important 
pieces of circumstantial evidence relating to Devolution finally clicked for 
me. 


I will always give credit to where credit is due, and there is certainly some 
credit due here to a couple people. I was having a conversation on telegram 
with a friend named John. He said a member of our Spitballers telegram 
group had a message that he found interesting. This shows the importance of 
the Devolution theory gaining more traction. More people are adding bits 
and pieces to the puzzle. Thank you to both John and lurehound! Here was 
the message that kicked off this article. 





lurehound 


TRUMP tweeted at 4:49 PM on 
Dec 13, (3) tweets .... the last 
sentence is all caps. It reads: 
Therefore, VOTES CANNOT BE 
CERTIFIED. THIS ELECTION IS 
UNDER PROTEST! >> He was 
telling us ... this tweet ties directly 
into "Devolution" and the 
suspending of the Electoral 
College vote count if that's what 
he did .... (| have the tweet in jpg) 
not sure | can post it? «19 406 aw 














The Battlefield 


I’ve discussed many times already that the Military would be the only ones 
to win this war for Trump due to the CCP infiltrating so many of our 
institutions including the highest levels of our government and government 
agencies. The war for America’s soul has been raging for quite some time. 
A war between good and evil. Between Trump and his enemies. There are 
many fronts that this war is fought on and all those fronts converged on 
November 3rd. The election was the most important “battle”. Trump’s 
enemies knew that winning the election battle would ultimately win them 
the war, but Trump knew that too. 


The Democrats did everything they could throughout Trump’s presidency to 
remove him from office. As I’ve already presented throughout the 
Devolution Series, the CCP used Covid-19 and the riots as their primary 
vehicles to damage Trump’s re-election chances prior to the election taking 
place. When nothing worked and Trump was clearly going to win by a 
landslide, Trump’s enemies were forced to alter the election results using the 
voting machines (on top of other methods). These two facts are important 
because in order for the Military to take an active role in this war, they 


needed a legal reason for doing so. CCP involvement was their reason. 


Devolution - Part 6 lays out HOW the Military could legally get involved in 
monitoring Antifa as well as WHEN they were able to get involved. 


Devolution - Part 7 lays out HOW the Military could legally get involved 
with the election theft, but we have been missing the WHEN. 


When did the Military move from “planning” to “implementing” 
Devolution? 


I now think I can answer that question and I believe that answer comes from 
a tweet that serves as a connection between Antifa and the election theft. 


Daniel Scavino Jr. 


Trump first met Scavino on the golf course in 1990. He is and always has 
been one of Trump’s closest allies and confidants. At first, I wasn’t sold on 


the idea that Scavino would be in the know about Devolution. Until there 
was enough circumstantial evidence to prove otherwise, I couldn’t get my 
head wrapped around the idea that either Trump or the Military would 
involve Trump’s White House social media director. 


My personal theory regarding Devolution is constantly evolving as I 
continue to research and I’m now certain that that Scavino is “in the know”. 
That certainty comes from this one picture. 
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Daniel Scavino Jr. 
December 15, 2020: @ 


ISIS Leader, Abu Bakr al-Baghdad... See More 


@®@® 17.7K 660 Comments 





This photo was taken on 10/26/2019. The caption reads “ISIS Leader, Abu 
Bakr Al-Baghdadi - is DEAD.” To me this picture shows he was informed 
on national security operations as well as counter-terrorism operations. Look 
who else is in the picture with him. 


e Christopher Miller - Serving as a counterterrorism advisor 
on the United States National Security Council. 


e Kash Patel - Serving as senior director of the 


Counterterroism Directorate at the United States National 
Security Council. 


Scavino appeared to be getting counterterrorism briefings while standing 
directly next to two of the biggest players in the Devolution Series. Just one 
more “coincidence” in this theory I’m sure. 


On December 15th, 2020, Dan Scavino tweeted this picture with the caption 
“Historical moment in the Oval—will share what it was, one of these days, 


when I can....” 


Daniel Scavino Jr. 
December 15, 2020 - 


Historical moment in the Oval—will share wh... 





= Be yas) 4 3.7K Comments 


I distinctly remember when this picture came out and how it affected me. It 
strengthened my belief that Trump had a fix for the stolen election and was 
going to be doing something to stop Joe Biden from taking office. I was 
beyond confident. Why would he share a picture with that caption unless it 
truly was a historic moment? Nothing would be more historic than Trump 
being able to successfully “stop the steal”. 


My small-minded thinking led me to assume whatever Trump would be 
doing was to happen prior to the inauguration. I keep saying we all need to 
be thinking bigger. After the inaguration and prior to writing the Devolution 
Series, I would think about this picture and get frustrated. I was clueless as 
to what this meeting possibly could have been about. I was clearly wrong 
about its significance. 


Or was I? 


Now that I’ve started to “think bigger’, I believe I can start to make some 
connections. 


Looking closely at his tweet, we can see that there are green trees in the 
background. There wouldn’t be green trees outside the window in 
December. Clearly that picture was taken during warmer weather. So I 
simply dug through Scavino’s Facebook page and finally I came across this 
picture from June Ist, 2020: 


Daniel Scavino Jr. 
June 1, 2020+ @ 


President Donald J. Trump, joined by Vice Pr... 


® OD 3.7K PEYAMN GIG 





This picture is clearly from the same meeting as the tweet Scavino sent out 
on December 15th. Here is the caption from the June Ist tweet: 


President Donald J. Trump, joined by Vice 
President Mike Pence and senior White House 
staff, work on the President's address 
Monday, June 1, 2020, in the Oval Office, prior 


to delivering his remarks in the Rose Garden of 
the White House. (Official White House Photo 
by Shealah Craighead} 


OS 3.7K PYAR NIG 


The picture in the June Ist tweet was taken while they were preparing his 

address to the nation regarding the riots and Antifa. The address where he 
“threatens” to mobilize the Military. Devolution - Part 6 tells lays out why 
June 1, 2020 an important date when it comes to Devolution: 





¢ June 1st - Trump urges governors to deploy national guard and “Threatens” he 
would mobilize every available federal force both “civilian and military” to end 


violent protests. 
¢ June 1st - Trump makes surprise visit to Saint John’s Church 


ur 
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WORRIS 
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¢ June 1st - Hours after Saint John’s picture, FBI spy plane started surveilling 


Washington D.C. protests 


Shortly before 11 p.m. on Monday, June 1, just hours after federal police used tear 
gas and batons to clear protesters from the front of the White House for President 





Donald Trump's Bible-wielding photo op, a Cessna Citation jet took off from 





Manassas Regional Airport in Virginia. Until about 1.30 a.m., it flew in a 7-mile 
circle around central Washington, DC, surveilling the protests, flight tracking 
records show. 


The aircraft is a one-of-a-kind spy plane operated by the FBI, fitted with 
sophisticated cameras for long-range, persistent video surveillance, day or night. It 
repeated its late-night circling around the city as protests continued the following 
two nights, and made a shorter flight on June 6. 


The Military knew before June Ist that there were foreign actors involved in 
these riots but they didn’t get involved with active surveillance (publicly 
anyway) until it got to the point that city and state governments failed in 
their duty to protect the citizens of their States. 


June 1, 2020, is the date the Military became actively involved in the 
Antifa investigation. 


Now back to the original Scavino tweet: 
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Daniel Scavino Jr 
December 15, 2020 -@ 


/OUC IRS 


Historical moment in the Oval—will share wh... 


®@S 32.6K 3.7K Comments 


Why didn’t Scavino say it was a “historic moment” when he released the 


first picture from this meeting on June 1st? Why was a picture of this 
meeting a “historic moment” when it was shared again from a different 
angle on December 15th? What is the significance of December 15th, 2020? 


There are a lot of important things happening around this time frame. The 


first date to point out is December 18th, 2020; The date the Intelligence 


Community was to submit its assessment on foreign threats to the 2020 U.S. 
elections as required by Executive Order 13848 (Devolution - Part 7). Keep 


that in mind as I continue. 


John Ratcliffe 


December 12th, 2020, Director of National Intelligence John Ratcliffe 
posted this to twitter: 


Pr icis 


4 Tweet 
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4 ae John Ratcliffe @ 
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Traveling with President Trump to 
ale)ale) mA aal=)aler- Bow] aaal=1e me) gerctcer-| 
today’s Army-Navy game, college 
football's greatest rivalry 


12:55 PM - 12/12/20 - Twitter for iPhone 


3,048 Retweets 831 Quote Tweets 





So we know DNI Ratcliffe spent some significant time with President 
Trump on December 12th. The very next day, on December 13th, President 
Trump Posts this to twitter (these are the tweets lurehound and John from 


telegram were referencing): 


Donald J. Trump @ @reaiDonaldTrump - Dec 13, 2020 Ww 
Swing States that have found massive VOTER FRAUD, which is all of 
them, CANNOT LEGALLY CERTIFY these votes as complete & correct 
without committing a severely punishable crime. Everybody knows 
that dead people, below age people, illegal immigrants, fake 
signatures, prisoners... 


(©) This claim about election fraud is disputed 

Donald J. Trump @ 

@realDonaldTrump 
sail and many others voted illegally. Also, machine “glitches” 
(another word for FRAUD), ballot harvesting, non-resident 
voters, fake ballots, “stuffing the ballot box”, votes for pay, 
roughed up Republican Poll Watchers, and sometimes even 
more votes than people voting, took... 
() This claim about election fraud is disputed 
4:49 PM - Dec 13, 2020 @® 


© 982K © 25.8K people are Tweeting about this 


Donald J. Trump @ yw 
@realDonaidTrump 


Replying to @realDonaldTrump 

...place in Detroit, Philadelphia, Milwaukee, Atlanta, 
Pittsburgh, and elsewhere. In all Swing State cases, there are 
far more votes than are necessary to win the State, and the 
Election itself. Therefore, VOTES CANNOT BE CERTIFIED. THIS 
ELECTION IS UNDER PROTEST! 

©) This claim about election fraud is disputed 

4:49 PM - Dec 13, 2020 Gi) 





“Swing States that have found massive VOTER FRAUD, which 1s all of 
them, CANNOT LEGALLY CERTIFY these votes as complete & correct 
... In all Swing State cases, there are far more votes than are necessary to 
win the State, and the Election itself. Therefore, VOTES CANNOT BE 
CERTIFIED. THIS ELECTION IS UNDER PROTEST!” 


Trump was never afraid to vent about the election fraud on twitter but the 
day after spending significant time alone with DNI John Ratcliffe, he vents 
about specific examples of fraud (including machine “glitches’’) and twice 
states that we cannot legally certify the votes. (Recall Devolution - part 4 
where I present my theory about President Trump suspending the electoral 
college vote.) 


What do you think DNI John Ratcliffe and President Trump talked about on 
the day of the Army-Navy football game? I believe it has to do with what I 
covered in Devolution - Part 7. Here is the relevant breakdown from 
executive order 13848 from that article: 


¢ No later than 45 days after the conclusion of a United States election, the DNI 
along with others is to conduct an assessment of any information showing 
foreign interference in our elections. 

¢ One of the members receiving this assessment is the Secretary of Defense 

¢ Within 45 days of receiving that assessment, the AG and the Secretary of 


Homeland Security are to make a report evaluating 


0 how badly the foreign interference affected the security and integrity of 
our election infrastructure, counting of votes, transmission of results; and 

0 if the foreign interference targeted election infrastructure relating to 
specific campaigns or candidates and how it could have affected that 


campaign's information or data 


¢ One of the members receiving that report is the Secretary of Defense 


¢ The report is to include recommendations, if appropriate, regarding 
REMEDIAL ACTIONS to be taken by the US Government other than the 


sanctions 


This means that at any time, “the head of any agency or any other appropriate 
official” may “tender to the President’, “any analysis, information, assessment, or 
evaluation of foreign interference in a US election. This also means that if an 
“appropriate official” has any information that indicates foreign interference in a US 


election, they can submit that information “to the President in an independent report” 


This is a bombshell, “Hypothetically” speaking, if our military were to come across 
ANY information showing foreign interference in a US election, they could report it 
directly to the President in an independent report and do so at ANY time. They could 
completely bypass the heads of every other agency and they don't have to stick to the 
45 day x 45 day timeline. 


I know I presented the hypothetical of the military going directly to Trump 
to kick of Devolution but in my research for this piece, I have come to a 
different conclusion. As I said previously, my theory continuously evolves 
as I continue to research. I only change my theory about something when the 
circumstantial evidence forces me to. 


I believe DNI Ratcliffe presented a report to Trump on December 12th 
showing two things. 


1. China interfered in our election 
2. The Intelligence Community was covering it up. 


Six days after DNI Ratcliffe attended the Army-Navy game with President 
Trump, it was reported that the Intelligence community assessment would 
be delayed “amid dispute over whether China sought to influence 2020 
election. Devolution - Part 7 lays out that when the Intelligence Community 
finally submitted their assessment on January 7th, 2021, DNI Ratcliffe 


released his memo titled “Views on Intelligence Community Election 
Security Analysis”. The first paragraph of that memo reads: 


From my unique vantage point as the individual who consumes all of the U.S. 
government's most sensitive intelligence on the People’s Republic of China, ! do not believe the 
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He states he is “the individual who consumes all of the U.S. government’s 
most sensitive intelligence on the People’s Republic of China”. As the DNI, 
he would have known at the time of the December 12th Army-Navy football 
game that the Intelligence Community assessment was going to be late. He 
knew they were attempting a coverup. I believe he even warned them that he 
knew. 


On December 3rd, 2020 DNI Ratcliffe wrote an op-ed in the Wall Street 
Journal titled "China Is National Security Threat No. 1. 


As Director of National Intelligence, Tamventrusted with access to more mtelligence than 
anymemberorthe tS eovernment otlierthanthepresident. I oversee the intelligence 


agencies, ald my office produces the President's Daily Brief detailing the threats facing the 
country. IfT could communicate one thing to the American people from this unique vantage 
point, itis that the People’s Republic of China poses the greatest threat to America today, 
aiid thelereatest threat to democracy and freedomuvorld-wide since World War II. 


China already suppresses U.S. web content that threatens the Communist Party’s 
ideological control, and it is developing offensive cyber capabilities agaist the U.S. 


homeland. This vear China engaged in a massiveinfluence campaign that included 





Within intelligence agencies, a healthy debate and shift in thinking is already under way. 

For the talented intelligence analysts and operators who came up during the Cold War, the 
Soviet Union and Russia have always been the focus. For others who rose through the ranks 
at the turn of this century, counterterrorism has been top of mind. Buttodaywemust look 
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Other nations must understand this is true for them as well. The world is being presented a 
choice between two wholly incompatible ideologies. China’s leaders seek to subordinate 
the rights of the individual to the will of the Communist Party. They exert government 
control over companies and subvert the privacy and freedom of their citizens with an 


authoritarian surveillance state. 


We shouldn't assume that Beijing's efforts to drag the world back into the dark will fail just 
because the forces of good have triumphed before in modern times. China believes'thatiay 


Shouldalsobeprepared. Leaders must work across partisan divides to understand the 
threat, speak about it openly, and take action to address it. 


This 1s our onee-In-a-generation challenge. Americans have always risen to the moment, 
trom defeating the scourge of fascism to bringing down the Iron Curtain. This generation 
will be judged by its response to China’s effort to reshape the world inits own image and 








replace America as the dominant superpower. T 


There are some incredibly strong words coming from DNI Ratcliffe just 9 
days prior to his time with Trump. He specifically calls out the intelligence 
agencies saying “we must look with clear eyes at the facts in front of us, 
which make plain that China should be America’s primary national security 
focus going forward.” He didn’t want them to go down the path of covering 
up for the CCP and their involvement in the election theft. 


We know the Military was already watching the foreign actors involved 
with the riots. We also know that they would be used to safe guard the 
election. They even call themselves the “Guardians”. 


HERITAGE + MISSION + CULTURE 


GUARDIANS 


A NAME CHOSEN BY SPACE PROFESSIONALS, FOR SPACE PROFESSIONALS 


UNITED STATES 


SPACE FORCE 





There is little doubt in my mind that with the technological capabilities 
employed by the United States Space Force, that they saw foreign 
interference as it was happening. They were ready to act as needed but they 


were waiting for the constitutional process to play out and gave the 
Intelligence Community a chance to do their job as required by Executive 
Order 13848. The Military waited until it was obvious the IC was going to 
allow the election to be stolen and they had failed in their duty to protect 
the citizens of their States. 


December 15th, 2020, the day the Military moved from “planning” for 
Devolution to “implementing” Devolution. 


This one tweet from Scavino serves as the connection between pre-election 
and post-election foreign interference. That certainly makes this tweet 
“historic” to me. 


Daniel Scavino Jr. 
December 15, 2020 - @& 


Historical moment in the Oval—will share wh... 


Os RYAs) 4 3.7K Comments 





I don’t think that was the only instance of Scavino using his twitter account 
to hint at something much bigger going on. On December 19th, 2020, he 
tweeted a series of 3 pictures. 
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Each of the historical figures pictured in these tweets were “war-time” 
leaders. In Devolution - Part 4 I talked extensively about Abraham Lincoln 
and how Trump followed Lincoln’s model from the Civil War to do 
whatever he deemed necessary to save the constitution and the country. 


After all, although Churchill came from a 






prominent British tamily on his father’s 


side, his mother was an American, Jennie 





In 1965, former President Dwight 


Eisenhower recalled a past conversation with Churchill when he spoke about his American 


retage “My mother was American and my ancestors were officers in Washington’ s army, am 
‘myself an English-speaking union, Churchill reportedly said 


Churchill is an honorary “American citizen” whose “ancestors were officers 
in Washington’s army.” That is truly remarkable, but looking back at 
something he once wrote provides us with something even more remarkable. 
On August 22, 1936, Winston Churchill wrote an article titled “What 
Good’s a Constitution?” 


“Written soon after Franklin Roosevelt’s Democratic Convention Address of 
1936, this article by British statesman Winston Churchill points to the wide 
gulf between Churchill’s and Roosevelt’s economic views, even if five years 
later they would forge a close wartime alliance. Beyond their differences on 
economics, Churchill sees the American Constitution as an enduring source 
of strength for the American republic, not an obstacle to be overcome.” 


This article from 1936 perfectly encapsulates the turmoil our country has 
been going through. It’s almost as if he was writing this in 2020. 


[Here are screenshots of a majority of Churchill’s article only leaving out 
the parts where he discusses England. | 


I know that you might not be expecting so many words from Winston 
Churchill in this piece, but my conscience won't allow me to exclude them. 
My conclusion will come following the screenshots. I believe these are 
words that our country needs to be reminded of right now, and I believe they 


directly reflect the reason why we've HAD to go through what we've been 
through with this election. 


No one can think clearly or sensibly about this vast and burning topic without in 
the first instance making up his mind upon the fundamental issue. Does he value 
the State above the citizen, or the citizen above the State? Does a government exist 
for the individual, or do individuals exist for the government? One must recog- 
nize that the world today is deeply divided upon this. Some of the most powerful 
nations and races have definitely chosen to subordinate the citizen or subject to the 
life of the State, In Russia, Germany and Italy we have this sombre, tremendous 
decision, expressed in varying forms, All nations agree that in time of war, where 
the life and independence of the country are at stake, every man and woman must 
be ready to work and, if need be, die in defense of these supreme objects; and that 
the government must be empowered to call upon them to any extent, 


But what we are now considering is the existence of this principle in times of 
peace and its erection into a permanent system to which the life of great com- 
munities must be made to conform, The argument is used that economic crises 
are only another form of war, and as they are always with us, or can always be 
alleged to be with us, itis claimed that we must live our lives in a perpetual state 
of war, only without actual shooting, bayoneting or cannonading, 


This is, of course, the Socialist view. As long as Socialists present themselves in 
an international guise as creators of a new world order, like the beehive or the 


ant heap, with a new human heart to fit these novel conceptions, they could 
easily be beaten, and have been very effectively beaten both by argument and 
by nature, But when new forms of socialism arose which were grafted not 
upon world ideals but upon the strongest forms of nationalism, their success 
was remarkable, 


In Germany, for instance, the alliance between national patriotism, tradition 
and pride on the one hand, and discontent about the inequalities of wealth 
on the other, made the Weimar Constitution ‘a scrap of paper’. Either of these 
two fierce, turbulent torrents separately might have been kept within bounds. 
Joined together in a fierce confluence, they proved irresistible. 


Once the rulers of a country can create a war atmosphere in time of peace, can 
allege that the State is in danger and appeal to all the noblest national instincts, 
as well as all the basest, it is only in very solidly established countries that the 
rights of the citizens can be preserved. In Germany these rights vanished almost 
overnight. Today no one may criticize the dictatorship, either in speech or writ- 
ing. Voters still go to the polls—in fact, are herded to the polls like sheep—but 
the method of election has become a fantastic travesty of popular government. 
A German can vote for the régime, but not against it. If he attempts to indicate 


disapproval, his ballot paper is reckoned as ‘spoiled’. 


The tyranny of the ruling junta extends into every department of life. Friends 
may not greet each other without invoking the name of Hitler. At least on certain 
days, the very meals that a family eats in the privacy of its home are regulated 
by decree. The shadow of an all-powerful State falls between parent and child, 
husband and wife, Love itself is fettered and confined. No marriage, no love 
relation of any kind is permitted which offends against a narrow and arbitrary 
code based upon virulent race prejudice. 


Nor is this all, Even in the sphere of religion the State must intervene, It comes 
between the priest and his penitent, between the worshipper and the God to 
whom he prays, And this last, by one of the curious ironies of history, in the 
land of Luther. 


To rivet this intolerable yoke upon the necks of the German people all the 
resources of propaganda have been utilized to magnify the sense of crisis and 
to exhibit sometimes France, sometimes Poland, sometimes Lithuania, always 
the Soviets and the Jews, as antagonists at whom the patriotic Teuton must 


grind his teeth, 
Much the same thing has happened in Russia, The powerful aid of national 


sentiment and imperialist aspirations has been invoked to buttress a decaying 
Communism. 


In the United States, also, economic crisis has led to an extension of the activi- 
ties of the Executive and to the pillorying, by irresponsible agitators, of certain 
roups and sections of the population as enemies of the rest. There have been 
efforts to exalt the power of the central government and to limit the rights of 
individuals, It has been sought to mobilize behind this reversal of the American 
tradition, at once the selfishness of the pensioners, or would-be pensioners, of 
Washington, and the patriotism of all who wish to see their country prosper- 
ous once more. 


It is when passions and cupidities are thus unleashed and, at the same time, the 
sense of public duty rides high in the hearts of all men and women of good will 
that the handcuffs can be slipped upon the citizens and they can be brought 
into entire subjugation to the executive government, Then they are led to be- 
lieve that, if they will only yield themselves, body, mind and soul, to the State, 
and obey unquestioninely its injunctions, some dazzling future of riches and 
power will open to them, either—as in Italy—by the conquest of the territories 
of others, or—as in America—by a further liberation and exploitation of the 
national resources, 


I take the opposite view. I hold that governments are meant to be, and must 
remain, the servants of the citizens; that states and federations only come into 
existence and can only by justifted by preserving the ‘life, liberty and the pursuit 
of happiness’ in the homes and families of individuals, The true right and power 
rest in the individual, He gives of his right and power to the State, expecting 
and requiring thereby in return to receive certain advantages and guarantees. | 
do not admit that an economic crisis can ever truly be compared with the kind 
of struggle for existence by races constantly under primordial conditions. | do 
not think that modern nations in time of peace ought to regard themselves as 
if they were the inhabitants of besieged cities, liable to be put to the sword or 
led into slavery if they cannot make good their defense, 


One of the greatest reasons for avoiding war is that it is destructive to liberty. 
But we must not be led into adopting for ourselves the evils of war in time of 
peace upon any pretext whatever. The word ‘civilization means not only peace 
by the non-regimentation of the people such as is required in war, Civilization 
means that officials and authorities, whether uniformed or not, whether armed 
or not, are made to realize that they are servants and not masters, 


Socialism or overweening State life, whether in peace or war, is only sharing 
miseries and not blessings, Every self-respecting citizen in every country must 
be on his euard lest the rulers demand of him in time of peace sacrifices only 
tolerable in a period of war for national self-preservation, 


I judge the civilization of any community by simple tests. What is the degree 
of freedom possessed by the citizen or subject? Can he think, speak and act 
freely under well-established, well-known laws? Can he criticize the executive 
government? Can he sue the State if it has infringed his rights? Are there also 
great processes for changing the law to meet new conditions? 


Judging by these standards, Great Britain and the United States can claim to be 
in the forefront of civilized communities, But we owe this only in part to the 
good sense and watchfulness of our citizens, In both our countries the character 
of the judiciary is a vital factor in the maintenance of the rights and liberties 
of the individual citizen. 


Our judges extend impartially to all men protection, not only against wrongs 
committed by private persons, but also against the arbitrary acts of public 
authority. The independence of the courts is, to all of us, the guarantee of free- 
dom and the equal rule of law, 


It must, therefore, be the first concern of the citizens of a free country to preserve 
and maintain the independence of the courts of justice, however inconvenient 
that independence may be, on occasion, to the government of the day, 


But all this implies peace conditions, an atmosphere of civilization rather than 
militarization or officialization. It implies a balance and equipoise of society 
which can be altered only gradually. It is so hard to build the structure of a 
vast economic community, and so easy to upset it and throw it into confusion. 
The onus must lie always upon those who propose a change, and the process 
of change is hardly ever beneficial unless it considers what is due to the past as 
well as what is claimed for the future. 


It is for these reasons among many others that the founders of the American 
Republic in their Declaration of Independence inculcate as a duty binding 
upon all worthy sons of America ‘a frequent recurrence to first principles’. Do 
not let us too readily brush aside the grand, simple affirmations of the past, All 
wisdom is not new wisdom, Let us never forget that the glory of the nineteenth 
century was founded upon what seemed to be the successful putting down of 
those twin curses, anarchy and tyranny, 


The question we ate discussing is whether a fixed constitution is a bulwark or 
a fetter. From what I have written it is plain that I incline to the side of those 
who would regard it as a bulwark, and that I rank the citizen higher than the 
State, and regard the State as useful only in so far as it preserves his inherent 
rights, All forms of tyranny are odious. It makes very little difference to the 
citizen, father of a family, head of a household, whether tyranny comes from a 


royal or imperial despot, or from a Pope or Inquisitor, or from a military caste, 
ot from an aristocratic or plutocratic oligarchy, or from a ring of employers, or 
a trade union, ora party caucus—or worst of al, from a terrified and infuriated 
mob. ‘A man$aman fora that.’ The whole point is, whether he can make head 
against oppression in any of its Protean shapes, and defend the island of his 
home, his life and soul, And here is the point at which we may consider and 
contrast the constitutions of our respective countries, 


[Skipping parts regarding England] 


When one considers the immense size of the United States and the extraordinary 
contrasts of climate and character which differentiate the forty-eight sovereign 
states of the American Union, as well as the inevitable conflict of interests 
between North and South and between East and West, it would seem that the 
participants of so vast a federation have the right to effectual guarantees upon 
the fundamental laws, and that these should not be easily changed to suit a 
particular emergency or fraction of the country, 


The founders of the Union, although its corpus was then so much smaller, real- 
ized this with profound conviction, They did not think it possible to entrust 
legislation for so diverse a community and enormous an area to a simple major- 
ty. They were as well acquainted with the follies and intolerance of parliaments 
as with the oppression of princes. “To control the powers and conduct of the 
legislature, said a leading member of the Convention of 1787, ‘by an overruling 
CONStItULION Was an Improvement In the science and practice of government 
reserved to the American States, 


[Skipping parts relating to England] 


| was reading the other day a recent American novel by Sinclair Lewis—/t Cant 
Happen Here. Such books render a public service to the English-speaking world. 
When we see what has happened in Germany, Italy and Russia we cannot neglect 
their warning, This is an age in which the citizen requires more, and not less, 
legal protection in the exercise of his rights and liberties 


That is doubtless why, after all the complaints against the rigidity of the United 
States Constitution and the threats of a presidential election on this issue, none 
of the suggested constitutional amendments has so far been adopted by the 
Administration, This may explain why the ‘Nine Old Men’ of the Supreme 
Court have not been more seriously challenged. But the challenge may come 
at a later date, though it would perhaps be wiser to dissociate it from any ques- 
tion of the age of the judges, lest it be the liberal element in the court which 
is weakened, 


Now, at the end of these reflections, | must strike a minor and different note. 
The rigidity of the Constitution of the United States is the shield of the common 
man. But that rigidity ought not to be interpreted by pedants, In England we 
continually give new interpretation to the archaic language of our fundamental 
institutions, and this is no new thing in the United States. The judiciary have 
obligations which go beyond expounding the mere letter of the law. The Con- 
stitution must be made to work. 


A true interpretation, however, of the British or the American Constitution is 
certainly not a chop-logic or pedantic interpretation. So august a body as the 
Supreme Court in dealing with law must also deal with the life of the United 
States, and words, however solemn, are only true when they preserve their 
vital relationship to facts, It would certainly be a great disaster, not only to the 
American Republic but to the whole world, ifa violent collision should take place 
between the large majority of the American people and the great instrument of 
government which has so long presided over their expanding fortunes, 


Closing 


There is one more person in this story that I have yet to talk about and I 
think now is the time to view his actions from a different perspective. 
January 6th, 2020, will always be remembered as a stain on American 
history. For Mike Pence, January 6th had to be one of the most difficult days 
of his life. So many American’s who once admired him as a Patriot began 
vilifying him as a Judas. 


If you have read my entire series to this point, you either believe that 
Devolution is happening or you at least have an open mind to it, even if you 
are not yet convinced. Whichever best describes you, I ask that you read the 
upcoming letter with the following assumptions to fully understand what 
I’m trying to show you: 


e Devolution is happening. 
e Trump suspended the electoral college vote 
e Biden assuming office had to happen 


With those assumptions as pretext, let’s go through the letter Mike Pence 
wrote on January 6th, 2021; The day of the electoral college vote. 


y 


THE VICE PRESIDENT 
WASHINGTON 


January 6, 2021 


Dear Colleague: 


Today, for the 59th time in our Nation's history, Congress will convene in Joint Session to count 


the electoral Votes for President of he United States, A 





After an election with significant allegations of voting iegulanties and humerous instances of 
officials setting aside state election law, | 


integrity of this election,’ 


misconduct. As presiding officer, I will do my duty to ensure hat these concerns receive afi 
and open hearing | in the eee of the United States, Objections wil be heard, evidence will 


be presented, 











Our Founders created the Electoral College in 1787, and it first convened in 1789, With the 
advent of political parties, the Electoral College was amended in 1804 to provide that Electors 
vote separately for President and Vice President. Following a contentious election in 1876, with 
widespread allegations of fraud and malfeasance, Congress spent a decade establishing rules and 
procedures to govern the counting of electoral votes and the resolution of any objections, 


Right away he tells us that he will be doing his duty as the presiding officer 
“Under our Constitution’. He goes on to tell us that he shares concerns 


regarding election fraud and states “the American people choose the 
American President (interesting he added “American” here as it was already 
implied), and have every right under the law to demand free and fair 
elections and a full investigation of electoral misconduct.” He knows it’s our 
right to choose the President and that electoral fraud should be looked into, 
but he also knows its the role of elected representatives to handle these 
situations as they arise during the electoral college vote. It’s not his job to 
interject. 


During the 130 years since the Electoral Count Act was passed, Congress has, without exception, 
used these formal procedures to count the electoral votes every four years. 


Given the controversy surrounding this year’s election, some approach this year’s quadrennial 
tradition with great expectation, and others with dismissive disdain, Some believe that as Vice 
President, I should be able to accept or reject electoral votes unilaterally, Others believe tha 
electoral votes should never be challenged in a Joint Session of Congress, 


After a careful study of our Constitution, our laws, and our history, I believe neither view is 
correc. 





rrr wel 


When disputes concerning a presidential election 


arise, under Federal law, itis the’people’sitepresentatives who review the evidence and resolve 


disputes through a democratic process, 





Qur Founders were deeply skeptical of concentrations of power and created a Republic based on 
separation of powers and checks and balances under the Constitution of the United States, 


Again, telling us the “Presidency belongs to the American people”. I believe 
he 1s telling us that he knows there was foreign interference. 


The second highlighted part could be viewed from two perspectives and I 
think both perspectives are accurate. “When disputes concerning a 
presidential election arise, under Federal law, it is the people’s 
representatives who review the evidence and disputes through a democratic 
process.” 


1. This could be Pence referring to the election audits. “It is 
the people’s representatives (State Legislature) who 
review the evidence (Forensic Audits).” 


2. He could also be referring to members of Congress not 
actually being the duly elected members of Congress. “It 
is the peoples representatives who review the evidence.” 
What if the peoples representatives aren’t the ones who 
were truly elected? How big was this fraud? How many in 
Congress aren’t legitimate? 


Vesting the Vice President with unilateral authority to decide presidential contests would be 
entirely antithetical to that design, As a student of history who loves the Constitution and 
reveres its Framers, I do not believe that the Founders of our country intended to invest the Vice 
President with unilateral authority to decide which electoral votes should be counted during the 
Joint Session of Congress, and no Vice President in American wie has ever asserted such 
authority. Instead, ) it 
PICCIORACOUAGL, conducting the proceedings in an orderly manner even where the count 
resulted in the defeat of their party or their own candidacy. 





As Supreme Court Justice Joseph Bradley wrote following the contentious election of 1876, “the 


wers of the President of the Senate are merely ministerial... HEI not invested with any: 







More recently, as the former U.S, Court 


Michael uti observed, Tb mcr 


eC” ding he Constitution doesnot empower the Vice Preside 

He is again telling us that it isn’t his duty in his role while presiding over the 
electoral college vote to interject. His “only responsibility and power ... is 
to faithfully count the electoral college votes as they have been cast.” He 


knows the votes were cast fraudulently but his Constitutional role prevents 
him from acting on it. 





e J, 






Its my considered judgment that 





which should not 
While my role as presiding officer is largely ceremonial, theifoletsf the Congressiisimuch 






Given the 
voting imogulaiie tat tok pace in our November elections and the disregard of state election 


statutes by some Laan 





Here Pence brings up his oath. P’ll come back to that but again, he states his 
Constitutional role prevents him from interjecting in the vote. He then 
specifically brings up Congress and their duty to “address election 
controversies when they arise during the count of the vote of the electoral 
college.” He welcomes them to to “use their authority under the law to raise 
objections and present evidence.” This is his way of telling us that if 
anybody is going to be able to prevent a stolen election, it’s going to be 
members of the Joint Session of Congress during the electoral college vote. 


As presiding officer, I will ensure that any objections that are sponsored by both a Representative 
and a Senator are given proper consideration, and that all facts supporting those objections are 
brought before the Congress and the American people. Those who suggest that raising 
objections under the Electoral Count Act is improper or undemocratic ignore more than 130 
years of history, and fail to acknowledge that Democrats raised objections in Congress each of 
the last three times that a Republican candidate for President prevailed, 








{GLE electoral Gollege, and | will do soto the best of my ability, FRRORNAhat 





| also pray that we will do so with 
humility and faith, remembering the words of John Quincy Adams, who said, “Duty is ours; 
results are God's,” 





This paragraph is so important. He says “I ask only that Representatives and 


Senators who will assemble before me approach this moment with the same 
sense of duty and an open mind, setting politics and personal interests aside, 
and do our part to faithfully discharge our duties under the 
Constitution”. 


At the opening of a new congress, Representatives beginning their 6 year 
term must recite what is called the Congressional Oath of Office: 


Oath of Office 












that } you will bear t true faith and allewanes to th e same, that you take 
this obligation vetend without any mental reservatl rpose of 





mm card used by President o 


In his letter, he is reminding Congress of their Oath of office and he uses 
some of the same exact language to do so: “faithfully discharge our duties”. 
It’s almost as if he is giving them a lifeline—an “out.” He is telling them to 
do the right thing for their country and not go through with allowing a 
Presidential Election to be stolen. 








Four years ago, surrounded by my family, 


which ended with the words, “SOelpitieGod.” "Todayelwwantt6'assure | 
the Joint Session of Congress convenes today, TWWill Counyeduty to see to it that we open the 


certificates of the Electors of the several states, we hear objections raised by Senators and 
Representatives, and we count the votes of the Electoral College for President and Vice President 













f 





Michael R, Pence 
Vice President of the United States 


He assured us that he would keep his oath to us and to Almighty God. His 
oath to us is to “support and defend the Constitution of the United States 
against all enemies, foreign and domestic.” I truly believe Mike Pence was 
true to his word. 


By not doing anything extraordinary or inconsistent with his constitutional 
role during the electoral college vote, Mike Pence actually did one of the 
most extraordinary things a Vice President has ever done. By doing his duty, 
he gave Congress the opportunity to choose their fate. Devolution was 
already in motion and his role was to allow Biden to win the electoral 
college vote if Congress let it get that far. 


Even though he knew many people would brand him a traitor, he did exactly 
what the moment required of him. 


We owe Mike Pence our gratitude. 


Devolution - Part9 The Military 


iF be Patel Patriot 


See. Aug 20, 2021 


If you have any questions or would just like to engage in some Devolution 
talk, feel free to email me or join my telegram and ask away: 
https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to Subscribe! 





Special thank you to A. C. Harmony for her editing and contributions! 





The Joint Chiefs 


The Joint Chiefs of Staff is the body of the most senior uniformed leaders 
within the United States Department of Defense. Their primary function is 
to serve as advisers to the President of the United States, the Secretary of 
Defense, the Homeland Security Council and the National Security Council 
on military matters. The Joint Chiefs of Staff consists of a chairman (CJCS), 
a vice chairman (VJCS), and the service chiefs of the Army, Marine 

Corps, Navy, Air Force, Space Force, and the chief of the National Guard 
Bureau. Each of the individual service chiefs, outside their JCS obligations, 
work directly under the secretaries of their respective military departments, 
e.g. the secretary of the Army, the secretary of the Navy, and the secretary 
of the Air Force. 


The Joint Chiefs of Staff are nowhere within the Chain of Command. 


The executive authority of the Joint Chiefs of Staff has changed. In World War ll, the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff acted as executive agents 
in dealing with theater and area commanders, but the original National Security Act of 1947 saw the Joint Chiefs of Staffas planners and 
advisers, not as commanders of combatant commands. In spite of this, the 1948 Key West Agreement allowed members of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff to serve as executive agents for unified commands, a responsibility that allowed the executive agent to originate direct 
communication with the combatant command. Congress abolished this authority in a 1953 amendment to the National Security Act. 


Today, the Joint Chiefs of Staff have no executive authority to command combatant forces. The issue of executive authority was clearly 

resolved by the Goldwater-Nichols DOD Reorganization Act of 1986: "The Secretaries of the Military Departments shall assign all forces 
under their jurisdiction to unified and specified combatant commands to perform missions assigned to those commands..." the chain of 

command "runs from the President to the Secretary of Defense: and from the Secretary of Defense to the commander of the combatant 
command." 


As part of their advisory role, the Joint Chiefs of Staff create what is called 
the Joint Doctrine: 


Joint doctrine presents fundamental principles that quide the employment of US military forces in coordinated and integrated action 
toward a common objective. It promotes a common perspective from which to plan, train, and conduct military operations. It 
represents what iS taught, believed, and advocated as to what is right (i¢., what works best). It provides distilled insights and wisdom 
gained from employing the military instrument of national power in operations to achieve national objectives. 






Effective 1JAN19 per Director Joint Force Development: 


the’commander is /paraniountin all situations. This description will be captured in joint doctrine policy and materials (e.9., 


joint publication prefaces) and implemented going forward. 


The Joint Chiefs outline the Joint Doctrine through a series of Joint 
Publications (JP). These publications offer a trove of information which 
provide us an in-depth look at how the military operates. The first thing to 
point out from these JPs is the function and priorities of the DoD and the 
Military. 


3. Functions of the Department of Defense 
As prescribed by higher authority, DOD will maintain and employ Armed Forces to: 


a. Support and defend the Constitution of the US against all enemies, foreign and 
domestic. 


b. Ensure, by timely and effective military action, the security of the US, its territories, 
and areas vital to its interest. 


¢, Uphold and advance the national policies and interests of the US. 


(1) Secure the Homeland. Securing the US homeland ts the Nation's first 
priority. The US homeland 1s continuously exposed to the possibility of harm from hostile 
slates, groups, and individuals, The Nation must be vigilant and guard against such threats. 
Defense of the homeland ts DOD's highest priority with the goal to identify and defeat 
threats as far away from the homeland as possible. Deterrence and security cooperation 


are relevant to homeland defense (HD) and qualify as distinct security challenges. 


In Devolution - Part 6 & 8 I showed that the Military began actively 
surveilling the 2020 riots. This surveillance resulted in major push back 
from congress and the MSM. 


e June 3rd, 2020 - Letter To Department Of Defense 
Regarding Insurrection Act 


e June 9th, 2020 - Letter to FBI, NG, CBP, DEA on 
Government surveillance of protesters 





e July 15th, 2020 - Congress must seize this chance to help 


demilitarize law enforcement 


e August 7th, 2020 - Trump and Barr used a loophole to 
deploy the National Guard to U.S. cities. It's time to close 


it, 


These are just a few examples that convey the narrative that Trump’s 


enemies were trying to create. We know that President Trump started using 
the Military for surveillance activities no later than June Ist, 2020 and he 
didn’t invoke the Insurrection Act to do so—at least not that we know of. I 
firmly believe his justification for involving the Military came from Joint 


Publication 3-27 — Homeland Defense (HD). 


b. Special Considerations. When conducted domestically, certain intelligence 
activities, military information support operations (MISO), rules of engagement (ROE), 
and rules for the use of force (RUF) have specific limitations, applications, and legal 
considerations. Further, ROE and RUF for domestic situations are often developed by less 

(1) Posse Comitatus Act (PCA). The PCA prohibits the use of the United States 
Army (USA) and United States Air Force (USAF) to participate in civilian LE within the 
homeland. Title 10, USC, also directs SecDef to promulgate regulations prohibiting 
members of the USA, United States Navy (USN), USAF, and United States Marine Corps 
(USMC) from providing direct assistance to civilian LE, which was accomplished in 
Department of Defense Instruction (DODI) 3025.21, mtn Support of Civilian Law 


Enforcement Agencies. 






the restiton of the PCA Additionally, several Act-of-Congress exceptions to the PCA 
permit the Armed Forces to support LE activities under other conditions. The PCA does 
not apply to NG forces under Title 32, USC, or state active duty status. 


Again, I will point out that I believe Devolution has been implemented 
because we are, in fact, at war - a point which I’Il solidify further below. 
Our military has a constitutional requirement to make the defense of our 
homeland their first priority. As such, the military’s involvement in the 
surveillance of protests and election theft only serve to make Devolution an 
even more viable scenario, as it clearly indicates that these matters are of 
vital interest to our national security. 


Let’s dig deeper. 


Chain of Command 


In order to fully understand how Devolution would be enacted through the 
military, it’s important to understand the Chain of Command within our 
Department of Defense. Everything starts at the top with our President; the 
Commander-in-Chief of our armed forces. From there, the Chain of 
Command goes to the Secretary of Defense and then to the Combatant 
Commanders. 


Secretary of 
Defense 
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DoD Policy 





Here is another representation of the Chain of Command: 
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Combatant Command and Combatant Commanders 


Combatant Commands (COCOMs), also known as a unified combatant 
commands, are the highest possible echelon of military command and are 
overseen by what’s called the Unified Command Plan (UCP). Each UCP 
sets forth basic guidance to all unified Combatant Commanders by: 





e Establishing their missions, responsibilities, and force 
structure. 


e Delineating the general geographical area of responsibility 
for geographic Combatant Commanders. 


e Specifies functional responsibilities for functional 
combatant commanders. 


What are the Combatant Commands and who are the Combatant 
Commanders? 


There are 11 COCOMs in total; each falling into a category designated as 
geographical or functional. 


U.5, Special Operations Command 
U.S, Transportation Command 
U.S. Strategic Command 
U.S, Cyber Command 


A 


y ont 

ip 

af \ 

Fl 

‘« Wa By 
4 

RearnvA 





Seven of the COCOMs are designated as geographical, meaning they are 
responsible for all operations, etc., within a clearly defined actual location 
on or above the Earth — such as “Africa” or “Space.” They call these 
geographical locations the “area of responsibility”. The Combatant 
Commanders of the geographical COCOMsSs are listed below along with the 
dates they took office: 


e U.S. Northern Command 


General 
Glen D. VanHerck “0 August 2020 
(born 1962) 





e U.S. Southern Command 


Admiral 
Craig 3. Faller 26 November 2016 
(bom 19617) 





e U.S. European Command 


General 
Tod D. Wolters 3 May 2019 
(born 1960) 


General 
stephen J. Townsend 26 July 2019 
(born 1959) 





e U.S. Central Command 


(General 
Kenneth F. McKenzie Jr. 
(born 19577) 





e U.S. Indo-Pacific Command 


Admiral 
John ©. Aquilina 
(bom 1962) 





e U.S. Space Command 


General 
James H. Dickinson 





26 March 2019 


30 April 2021 


20 August 2020 


Four of the COCOMs are designated as functional, meaning they are 
responsible for a clearly defined specific type of operation, etc., but across 
all geographical and spatial lines — for example, “cyber” or “special 
operations.” Operating worldwide across geographic boundaries allows the 
functional COCOMs to provide unique capabilities to the geographic 
COCOMs. The Combatant Commanders of the functional COCOMs are 


listed below along with the dates they took office: 


e U.S. Special Operations Command 


General 
Richard D. Clarke 29 March 2019 
(born 1962) 





e U.S. Cyber Command - General Nakasone is also head of 
the NSA 


4 May 2016 





Admiral 
Charles A. Richard | 18 November 20179 
(born 1959) 





e U.S. Transportation Command 


General 


24 August 2016 
Stephen R. Lyons 





To assume the rank of a Combatant Commander, the four-star general is 
recommended by the Secretary of Defense, nominated for appointment by 


the President of the United States, confirmed by the Senate and 
commissioned— at the President’s order— by the Secretary of Defense. Of 
the 11 current Combatant Commanders, 10 of them were installed during 
Trump’s presidency. The only one who has been installed during Biden’s 
“presidency” is Admiral John C. Aquilino, Commander of the U.S. Indo- 
Pacific Command. It took me a moment to reconcile one of the commanders 
having been installed with Biden in office, but I came across this article 
which put me at ease: 


Fort Shatter, Hawall— Gen. Charles A. Flynn assumed command of U.S. Army 
Pacific from Gen. Paul J. LaCamera in a ceremony held June 4, 2021, on 


Historic Palm Circle at Fort Shatter, Hawai. 


Adm. John C. Aquilino, commander of U.S. Indo-Pacific Command, presided 


over the ceremony and reflected on the significance of this command. 


“U.S. Army Pacific Command |s a vital part of our approach to generate a 
lethal, Combined Joint Force, distributed west of the International Date Line 
that can be protected, sustained, and capable of fully integrating with all of 


our allies and partners,” he said. 


Knowing Admiral Aquilino oversaw General Charles Flynn’s promotion is 
important. The Secretary of the Army is in charge of promoting the 
Commander of the U.S. Army Pacific Command, but I can’t imagine he 
would promote somebody if the Combatant Commander wouldn’t agree 
with it. We know the Flynn family 1s full of patriots so I’m sold here that 
Admiral Aquilino is a patriot as well. 


Why Understanding the Organizational Structure of COCOMs Matters 


I believe the Combatant Commanders play an integral role in Devolution. 
These are the commanders of our armed forces— the very people Secretary 
of Defense Chris Miller would have briefed if plans of Devolution were to 
be implemented. I believe the specifics of the Devolution plan were carried 
out by Ezra Cohen Watnick and the Special Operation Forces (Devolution - 


Part 3) which have been tasked with carrying out the Mission Essential 
Functions (MEFs). I’Il address these MEFs in greater detail my next article, 
but for now I will focus on a very specific attribute of this command 
structure. The only other people who would need to know that Devolution 
had been implemented would be the Combatant Commanders, and it would 
only be when the operation moves into the next phase (the reveal), that these 
commanders would provide orders down their individual chains of 
command as needed. 


Think of it in terms of running a business. Chris Miller would be the CEO 
and the Combatant Commanders would be the heads of their respective 
departments. If the business needs to implement major changes, the CEO 
wouldn’t broadcast their plans immediately to every employee from every 
department, would they? Instead, the CEO would privately inform the heads 
of each department. Once everything was in place for the smoothest 
transition possible, the heads of each department would disseminate 
information as needed to those within their departments required to 
implement the change. In our scenario, the “major change” would be the 
reveal that Trump implemented Devolution because the election was stolen 
via foreign interference. 


Think about that for a moment. Nobody outside of the Combatant 
Commanders would need to know. 


This means any “woke” garbage appearing to come from our military 
doesn’t matter. Outside of the Combatant Commanders, nobody knows 
Devolution is happening, and it will remain that way until the operation 
reaches the next phase. 


If that sounds difficult to swallow, read the following paragraph and focus 
on the highlighted parts: 


Each of the 11 COCOMs 1s led by a four-star flag officer, who is known as the combatant 


commander, or CCDR. Bach 





Each COCOM commander can come from any branch of service, and all COCOMs are composed ot 
two or more service branches. The missions set forth for each COCOM by the UCP are broad- 


scoped, broad-reaching, and of continuing duration. Each COCOM exists as the ultimate “in the 





On) provider of command and control for all 


units from all service branches, anywhere on the planet (or above it), during peace, war, and 





The above paragraph is essential to understanding how Devolution would be 
possible even though Biden assumed office as “president” and filled out his 
staff in the Pentagon and the DoD with his own people. Each COCOM 
commander is the ultimate provider of command for all of our armed forces 
“in the field’ (as in not the White House and not the Pentagon)” during 
“peace, war, and contingency operations.” 





operation that— 






(A) is designated by the Secretary of Defense i as an sueshoeaeld in 
which members of the armed forces are | 


« hostilities against an enemy of the United States or against an 
opposing military force; or 


(B) results in the call or order to, or retention on, active duty of 
members of the uniformed services under section 668, 12301 (a). 
12302, 12304, 12304a, 12305, or 12406 of this title chapter 15 of this 
title, section 712 of title 14, or any ¢ FOVvIsiOn OT 

during a national emergency declarad by the President or yore 






If Secretary of Defense Chris Miller was provided proof that a foreign 
adversary not only interfered with our election, but to such an extent that the 
outcome of that election had been altered, he would have been obligated to 
share that proof with each of the COCOM Commanders. They would have 
recognized that the incoming Biden “administration” was not legitimate, and 
the contingency plan, Devolution, would have been implemented. 


We still have a major obstacle to address regarding the Devolution theory. I 
have been saying all along that Devolution is based on the prerequisite that 
Trump and the military caught the CCP interfering in United States 
Elections. If that didn’t happen, it would be nearly impossible to surmise 
that Devolution is currently active. I won’t be able to show you definitive 
proof that our military has evidence of foreign interference in our election, 
but what I can do is provide you with circumstantial evidence showing the 
military was prepared to catch any foreign adversary interfering in our 
election. One of the previously discussed Combatant Commanders plays a 
major role. 


Don't forget to subscribe to the 
Patel Patriot Newsletter 


to stay up to date on 
the Devolution Series! 


Support Patel Patriot 


Election Security 


Throughout the Devolution series I have shown you ways that Trump was 
“preparing the battlefield” in anticipation of foreign election interference by 
using executive powers. He issued numerous Executive Orders that are in 
play, but what was the military doing to “prepare the battlefield”? 


I will do my best to show you here in chronological order. 


May 8, 2018 - The military took key initiative at defending our United 
States elections by elevating Cybercom to Combatant Command. 


Cyber Command Established in 2009 


U.S. Cyber Command, which has been a subunified command under U.S. 
Strategic Command, was established in 2009 in response to the rapidly 
evolving threats, with adversaries seeking to exploit the cyber domain to 


attack the United States and Its allies. 


The elevation of the command raises the stature of the commander toa 
peer level with other unified combatant command commanders, allowing 
the Cybercom commander to report directly to the secretary of defense, 
Kenneth P. Rapuano, assistant secretary of defense for homeland defense 


and global security, told reporters at the Pentagon last year. 


“The cyber domain will define the 
next century of warfare,’ White said 


at a Pentagon news conference. 


Army Lt. Gen. Paul M. Nakasone, 


most recently commander of Army 


Cyber Command, will receive his 
fourth star as he succeeds retiring 


Navy Adm. Michael S. Rogers as 
Cybercom commander. 


The elevation of Cyber Command to a COCOM allows Cyber Command to 
report directly to the Secretary of Defense. Keep in mind that Cyber 
Command’s COCOM commander is General Nakasone and he is also the 
head of the NSA. 


June 18, 2018 - President Trump directs the DoD to “immediately begin the 
process to establish Space Force as the 6th branch of the armed forces.” I 
point this out because I believe the Space Force played a complimentary 
role. I’Il elaborate some on that later. 


July 23, 2018 - General Paul Nakasone (the head of the National Security 


Agency and U.S. Cyber Command) confirmed that he has set up a task force 
to counter Russian cyberthreats to the United States. 


Speaking at a conference in Aspen, Colo., Nakasone didn’t elaborate on 
the activities or composition of the so-called “Russia Small Group,” but 
he did allude to the challenges of responding proportionally to foreign 
cyber operations that do not amount to acts of war. 


U.S. intelligence agencies concluded in a report in January 2017 
that hackers linked with the Russian government meddled in the 2016 
U.S. presidential election by breaching multiple political organizations. 


“What we've seen our adversaries do over a period of years Is the fact 
that they operate below the threshold level of war,” he said. “[T]hey 
steal intellectual property. They steal [personally identifiable 
information] or information on personnel. They cause discord within 
our social ranks or attempt to undermine our elections.” 








That article 1s so important for multiple reasons: 


e It points out that General Paul Nakasone is the head of 
both the NSA and the U.S. Cyber Command (this point 
will come up again later). 


e It discusses Russia meddling in the 2016 U.S. presidential 


election by breaching multiple political organizations, 
although at that time it was considered as “operating 
under the threshold level of war” because during the 2016 
election, “election systems” were not yet in the category 
of critical infrastructure. 


e Nakasone said a cyberattack from another government on 
U.S. critical infrastructure would cross the threshold into 
war, “and we would certainly respond.” In 2017, they 
classified “election systems” as critical infrastructure. 


This is a bombshell. General Nakasone is essentially saying that since 
“election systems” are now classified as critical infrastructure, a cyberattack 
on election systems moving forward would cross the threshold into war. 
Reminder that the entire Devolution theory is based on the United States 
being at war, allowing Trump to exercise specific war powers: 


Nakasone told the Aspen audience that foreign hackers will keep 
trying to breach computer networks underpinning U.S. infrastructure. 





general said. 


General Nakasone tells us in July of 2018 that they anticipate our 
adversaries will “try to penetrate such things as our critical infrastructure.” 
They were very clearly preparing for any foreign interference in our 
elections. 

August 16, 2018 - The Wall Street Journal published an article titled 


(4 


‘Trump, Seeking to Relax Rules on U.S. Cyberattacks, Reverses Obama 
Directive”. The article is behind a paywall but I'll post screenshots of some 


of the highlights. 


President Trump has reversed an Obama-era memorandum dictating how and when the 
U.S. government can deploy cyberweapons against its adversaries, in an effort to loosen 
restrictions on such operations, according to people familiar with the action. 


Mr. Trump signed an order on Wednesday reversing the classified rules, known as 
Presidential Policy Directive 20, that had mapped out an elaborate interagency process 
that must be followed before U.S. use of cyberattacks, particularly those geared at forelen 
adversaries. 


The change was described as an “offelisivestep forward” by an administration official 
briefed on the decision, oneintendedito help supportmilitaryoperationsydetenforeign 


lection infiiétice and thwart intellectual property theft by meeting such threats with 
more forceful responses. 

As designed, the Obama policy required U.S. agencies to gain approval for offensive 
operations from an array of stakeholders across the federal government, in part to avoid 
interfering with existing operations such as digital espionage. 


Critics for years have seen Presidential Ean DI Directive 20a a cana auaain source of Inertia, 








arguing that 1 | 
nD is. But some current and former U.S. officials have 





— concern mthat removing or replacing the order could sow further uncertainty 
about what offensive cyber operations are allowed. 


One former senior U.S. official who worked on sai issues sald there were also 
concerns that k | 





By removing some of the obstacles in PPD-20, Trump allowed the military 


to respond directly to election interference without having to cut through 
“red tape.” Not only did he elevate CyberCom to a COCOM to protect 
election infrastructure and eliminate the “middle men” in the military’s 
chain of command itself, but in PPD-20, he also untied their hands by 
eliminating the unnecessary layers of federal agencies required to approve 
any plan of action. 


September 10, 2018 - The Council on Foreign Relations posted an article 
discussing Trump’s changes to PPD-20 with some interesting comments. 


The Wall Street Journal recently reported that the Donald J. Trump 
administration removed some of the restrictions governing the 
approval process for offensive cyberattacks conducted against U.S. 
adversaries under Presidential Policy Directive 20 (PPD-20). With 
the elevation of U.S. Cyber Command to a unified combatant 
command in May 2018—on par with the Pentagon’s other 
combatant commands—the logic behind the reported revisions 
was that the commander of Cyber Command should have 
command commanders. 


For critics of the reported PPD-20 revisions, the risk that 
devolving authority to the combatant commander will generate 
potential escalatory pressure looms large. They fear a more 
proactive, offensively-postured U.S. Cyber Command may prompt 
U.S. adversaries to respond in turn by ratcheting up their own 
cyber operations against the United States. This could lead to an 
escalatory spiral of increasingly costly cyber operations in a 
context where the United States is highly vulnerable. 


April 29, 2019 - It was reported that the aforementioned task force named 


“the Russian Small Group” would become permanent. 


July 23, 2019 - General Nakasone announced that the NSA would was 


creating a Cybersecurity Directorate to better protect the country against 
cyberthreats from foreign adversaries. 


Anne Neuberger will be the intelligence agency's first director for 
cybersecurity. The directorate is slated to be operational Oct. 1 of this 
year, an NSA spokesperson told CyberScoop. 


The move is intended to allow the NSA — which is part of 

the Department of Defense — to better provide information gleaned 
from signals intelligence to agencies and the private sector in order to 
protect nationalicriticalinfrastructures the spokesperson said. 
Nakasone made the announcement in New York at the International 
Conference on Cyber Security. 


“It's a major organization that Unifiestourforeiemintelligence:andour 
cyberdefense mission, and it’s charged with preventing and 
eradicating threats to national security systems and the defense 
industrial base,” the spokesperson said. 


Neuberger most recently served as one of two co-chiefs of the task 
force jointly created by the NSA and Cyber Command to thwart Russian 
influence and cyberthreats against elections. The group, previously 
known as the “Russia Small Group” is now known internally as the 


“Election:SecurityGroup,” the spokesperson said, in part to reflect a 


changed focus: In addition to tracking and responding to potential 


Russia-based threats, itvisstrackingactivityinvolvingChina; Iran, North 


Korea, and terrorist groups. 


September 7, 2019 - The NSA prepares to defend 2020 elections, drawing 
lessons from 2018. 


NSA officials outlined a three-part approach they said was key to ensuring the security of the 2018 
midterms: They first sought to understand adversaries activities, and then shared, chiefly through the 
FBI and Department of Homeland Security, information with potential targets. Along with U.S. Cyber 


Command, the military's cyber defense arm, officials said they also imposed unspecified “costs” on those 


aiming to disrupt U.S. political processes. 





curenionscegoingtatletemon}Genrlaideasnnepnnnlesbatnned karl 


CybenCommand, said at the annual Intelligence and National Security Alliance (INSA) Summit last week. 


December 20, 2019 - The United States Space Force is officially the 6th 
branch of the United States Armed Forces. 


February 10, 2020 - The Department of Defense published an article titled 
“DOD Has Enduring Role in Election Defense.” 


At the Reagan National Defense Forum last December, Army Gen. Paul M. 
Nakasone, U.S. Cyber Command commander and director of the National 
Security Agency, laid out the Defense Department's role in election 
security. "We began the ability for us to defend the presidential elections 
: | ; wets Web snhinoasionmnitembiecmnie 


elections,’ he said, "We have not let up in terms of our ability to understand 


what our adversaries are doing." 


The Defense Department plays an important role in that whole-of- 
government partnership, spearheaded by the NSA and Cybercom's 
Election Security Group, formed in the wake of the successes of the Russia 


Small Group during the 2018 midterms. 





David Imbordino, the NSA election 
66 ie's not enough to just 


know and understand what 
our adversaries are 


election security lead and doing; : 
; the nation expects us 
commander of Cyber National to do something about it." 


Mission Force, co-lead the joint ~David Imbordino, National Security 
Election Security Group. Its Agency election security lead 


security lead, and Army Brig. Gen. 


William Hartman, Cybercom's 


purpose is to align the two 
organizations’ resources, efforts 


and actions to disrupt, deter and degrade adversaries’ ability to interfere 


and influence the U.S. elections. 

"The biggest success out of 2018 wasn't the 2018 midterms,’ Hartman 
said. "The biggest success was we put in place, both organizationally and 
from a business practice standpoint, a focus on an enduring mission to 
protect the democratic process." 


The Election Security Group's primary objectives are to generate insights 
on foreign adversaries that lead to improved cyber defenses and to impose 
costs on countries that seek to interfere. It directly supports partners, such 
as the Department of Homeland Security and the FBI, by collecting, 
declassifying and sharing vital information to enable agencies’ efforts in 


election security. 


"We look at adversary meddling in an election on two different fronts. One 


is covert influence, andithemthere'sinterference,’ Imbordino said. "For 


Influence is more of 





the social media component of trying to influence public opinion.’ 


"It's not enough to just know and understand what our adversaries are 


doing," he continued. "Théinatiomexpectsus'todo something aboutit. 
Enabling our partners with the right information at the Fight lassification: 
evel they need to take action to defend our democracy against these 
threats is essential and allows all of the tools of the government to be 
employed in this fight." 


It’s important to remember that while they support their partners in federal 
agencies (DHS & FBI), the military also has a pulse on how many in those 
agencies have been corrupted. Knowing that is key. Remember that Dong 
Jingwei brought with him terabytes of data which included information on 
who was working for the CCP within our government and federal agencies. 
The military would know who they can share information with and whether 
they can share information at all. I suspect they didn’t share much 
information with corrupted agencies. Specific details about actual 
interference in our election would be highly classified, hence the “at the 
right classification level” comment from above. 


As election security continues to be an enduring mission of the DOD, 
national security officials stress the importance of allowing Americans to 
exercise their right to vote — avote cast is a vote counted. 

Jan 30, 2020 - US Cyber Command, NSA team to keep elections secure 


As the US election cycle begins to heat up, the 

nation’s civil and military IT security leaders are 

making it clear that they will be proactive in fighting 

back against anyone who intends to interfere with 

the process. 

“We are laser focused on any foreign adversaries trying to interfere with our election process,” Hartman 
sald. 

August 8, 2020 - For 2020 Election, Threat is Bigger than Russia > U.S. 
Department of Defense > Defense Department News 


"We're looking at the spectrum of all of our adversaries, Russia, China, Iran, 
and ransomware actors,’ said Dave Imbordino, the election security lead 
with the National Security Agency, during a panel discussion Friday that 


was part of the 2020 DEF CON convention. 


December 9, 2020 - Director of National Intelligence John Ratcliffe 


announces Space Force will become the 18th member of the U.S. 


Intelligence community. Remember this is just three days prior to Ratcliffe 
joining president Trump in attending the Army - Navy football game. If you 


remember, from Devolution Part 8, the Army - Navy football game on 
December 12th is when I theorized that DNI Ratcliffe presented President 


Trump with the evidence of foreign interference. 


I know everybody has been saying Space Force is the key to capturing the 
election theft but I believe they served more of a complimentary role to what 


Cybercom was doing. 


U.S. Space Command boss Army Gen. James H. Dickinson said his work is inseparable from 
that of U.S. Cyber Command but that policy must change to keep up with evolving threats in 
the cyber domain. 


“Given our unique operating environment, there is a special synergy between U.S. Space 
Command and U.S. CYBERCOM,’ Dickinson said July 27 in a virtual discussion hosted by the 
McCrary Institute and George Washington University’s Space Policy Institute. 


“Securing one means securing the other. Operating in one requires operating in the other;’ he 
explained. “That's why our two combatant commands are so closely aligned—that’s why 
together they strengthen the backbone of U.S. and allied combat power: 


That fact there lends one to believe that there is great synchronization between the two 
domains,” he said. 


Dickinson said there is no effective U.S. military power without space and cyber. 


There's no operating in space without cyber. There is no strategic-level cyber capability 
without space,’ he emphasized. 


“There 1s no strategic-level cyber capability without space”. Creating Space 
Force was necessary to give Cybercom and the NSA the maximum 
capabilities required to defend our election infrastructure. As usual, Trump 
and or military were forward-thinking as early as 2018 when they started the 
process to create Space Force. 


Closing 


Considering the information I have listed above, a very clear picture 
emerges. One can easily see that the military, through Cybercom and the 
NSA (both headed up by General Nakasone), was well-positioned and 
highly prepared to address any foreign interference in our election. There 
should be little doubt that if China did interfere in our November 3rd 
election— as many people, including Trump, have hinted at— the military 
caught them doing it. The only question that remains is what did they do 
with that information? 


At the risk of stating the obvious, they either ignored it— in which case we 
are screwed— or they acted upon it. I have already shown you here how the 
very command structure of COCOMs allows for military action to be 
implemented entirely outside the purview of Congress, bureaucratic think 
tanks, and the corrupt media, indicating covert action is not only possible, it 


is highly probable, especially during a war in which our foreign adversary 
has infiltrated every level of our government. 


General Nakasone said himself that a “cyberattack from another government 
on U.S. critical infrastructure would cross the threshold into war” and our 
election systems are in the category of critical infrastructure. 


We are at a critical moment in our country’s history and its very survival 
hangs in the balance. The Arizona forensic audit report 1s to be released in 
the coming week and once the audit exposes that the election was stolen 
from Trump, we will be facing a constitutional crisis; a crisis that I believe 
has already been met and defeated by Trump and the military. 


As the Biden regime crumbles under the weight of utter incompetency and 
the obvious fraud that put him in office, Trump is coming back stronger than 
ever. 


The entire world is awaiting his return. 


Devolution - Part 10 The Silent War 


Patel Patriot 


Aug 31, 2021 





If you have any questions or would just like to engage in some Devolution 
talk, feel free to email me or join my telegram and ask 
away: https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to Subscribe! 
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Special thank you to A. C. Harmony for her editing and contributions! 


If you would rather listen to this article instead of reading it, you can check 
out the live reading here. 


Video of Patel Patriot's Devolution - Part 10 





I need to warn you that this is far and away my longest article to date. I feel 
like there are parts of this article in which I easily could have elaborated 
further but for brevity sake I did not. I could have broken this article up into 
two or even three parts but I truly felt it was important to make this one 
article because it all ties together. By the end of this article I believe you will 
understand exactly why the situation in Afghanistan is unfolding the way it 
is, what role Trump has in it, and that we are truly on the precipice of taking 
back our country. 


Almost 10 days ago I was asked a question by Dave Hayes (Praying Medic): 


| would be interested in hearing your thoughts (whenever you have 
a few moments) on what might be the earliest date at which 
America and China began the silent war. 10°20 PM 


Here is a summary of my reply: 





At the latest I would say it was Jan 15, 2020. In Devolution - Part 1, I 
reference Trump and Chinese economic dealings. They signed the trade deal 
on Jan 15th, the day before his first impeachment started. 


Here is a screen shot from Devolution - Part 1: 


If you look objectively at Trump's handling of 
China, his policies were pro-American rather 
than the pro-China approach of previous 
administrations. In August of 2017, he directed 
the Office of the United States Trade 
Representative to investigate Chinese economic 
practices. Their subsequent report attacked 


many aspects of China's monetary policy. 


Trump began imposing tariffs on Chinese 
products referencing ''a trade deficit of $500 
Billion a year with Intellectual Property Theft 
of another $300 Billion." (Ill cover this IP theft 
in a future post) These tariffs led to a ‘trade 
war that culminated in the Phase One trade 


deal signing on January 15 of 2020. 


Why is that date important? Because the very 
next day, Trump’s impeachment trial in the 


senate began. 


I think the timing of Covid-19 coming from China at the same time as 
Trump signed the Phase One trade deal is too much of a coincidence. I 
believe Covid-19 was the CCP’s response to hurt our economy in retaliation 
for winning the trade deal which we certainly did by looking at any 
objective measure. It must have embarrassed X1. 


Dave then pointed out that January 15th, 2020 was the day that the first case 
of Covid-19 arrived in the United States from Wuhan according to the CDC. 


Press Release 


For Immediate Release: Tuesday, January 21, 2020 
Contact: Media Relations 
(404) 639-3286 


The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) today confirmed the first case of 2019 Novel Coronavirus (2019- 
nCoV) in the United States in the state of Washington. The patient recently returned from Wuhan, China, where an 
outbreak of pneumonia caused by this novel coronavirus has been ongoing since December 2019, While originally 
thought to be spreading from animal-to-person, there are growing indications that limited person-to-person spread Is 
happening, It's unclear how easily this virus is spreading between people. 





The patient from Washington with confirmed 2019-nCoV infection returned to the United States from Wuhan on January 
15, 2020. The patient sought care at a medical facility in the state of Washington, where the patient was treated for the 
illness, Based on the patient's travel history and symptoms, healthcare professionals suspected this new coronavirus. A 
clinical specimen was collected and sent to CDC overnight, where laboratory testing yesterday confirmed the diagnosis 
via CDC's Real time Reverse Transcription-Polymerase Chain Reaction (rRT-PCR) test. 


The number of “coincidences” that I have come across writing this series 
has been astounding. Anyway, Dave’s question got me thinking about the 
bigger picture. Trump was making moves to prepare for an election theft 
long before January 15th, 2020. I can’t imagine he knew back in 2018 that 
in two years, Covid-19 would leak from a CCP bioweapons lab and be used 
as a pretext to steal the 2020 election. 


This war is bigger than just China. As I said in Devolution Addendum Series 
- Part 1, Trump is fighting a war against the entire political establishment. 
Remember, the political establishment is the cause of not just America’s 
problems, but problems around the entire world. 


Many of our government leaders and government institutions have been 
corrupted nearly beyond repair. They have been selling America out for 
personal gain for years. They do it because it’s extremely lucrative and they 
do it because they have gotten away with it for so long. They thought they 
were invincible. 


The MSM and big tech act as the propaganda arm and spin the narrative 
necessary for the political establishment to operate while keeping America 
ignorant. The political establishment then uses the intelligence agencies to 
do their dirty work. They rig the elections as to never lose their grip on 


power, the media, big tech and the intelligence community cover-up the 
rigged elections then they rinse, wash and repeat. 


America’s enemies jump at the chance to assist them in their operations. For 
example, when the CCP has the opportunity to make a shady deal with a 
corrupt American politician (or a member of his/her family) it becomes the 
best case scenario for the CCP. Having proof of corrupt dealings provides 
the CCP with the opportunity to control those government officials that are 
involved. They can use the proof of the dealings as blackmail and that is an 
effective tool for getting what you want. It doesn’t take long to destroy the 
greatest nation on earth when its leaders have sold it out. 


When corruption like this perverts our entire government, who can stop it? 


The answer to this question is the basis for this article and really the basis 
for the entire Devolution series. 


There is only one remaining group of individuals that stands in the way of 
the total destruction of America. That group is the United States military. 


Joint Publication 1 from the Joint Chiefs of Staff doctrine series tells us the 
purpose of the United States Armed Forces: 


1. Purpose 


a. The US Armed Forces fulfill unique and crucial roles, defending the US against all 
adversaries While serving the Nation as a bulwark and the guarantor of its security and 
independence. The US Armed Forces function within the American system of civil- 
military relations and serve under the civilian control of the President, the Commander in 
Chief. The US Armed Forces embody the highest values and standards of American 
society and the profession of arms. 


“Defending the US against all adversaries while serving the Nation as a 
bulwark and the guarantor of its security and independence.” What if those 
adversaries are our own leadership? What if our elected officials themselves 
are risking the security and independence of the United States? 


The US Armed Forces have the best intelligence capabilities in the world. 
What would happen if they received intelligence that a sitting President 
and/or his administration did something that by any objective measure put 
the national security of the United States of America at risk? What if it 
happened repeatedly? How could they defeat the biggest threat to America if 
that threat is where their orders are coming from? 


This is where I believe the true “silent war” began. Prior to Trump ever 


announcing his candidacy for President, the military was witnessing the 
highest levels of our government selling out America for personal gain and 
putting our national security at risk. 


So in order to properly provide context to why devolution had to happen, we 
need to look back at what got us here. Why did the political establishment 
fight Trump’s Presidency so hard; as if their lives depended on it? Why 
were they so desperate to stop Trump that they over-played their hands and 
blatantly stole an election? Where did the “silent war’ begin? 


The Obama Years 


I have no doubt that the war against the political establishment has been 
happening since prior to Barack’s Presidency, but this seemed like the most 
logical place to start. By the time Donald Trump announced his run for 
Presidency in June of 2015, the political establishment had already 
completely corrupted our federal government. Trump’s built his 2016 
campaign on the premise of giving the government back to the American 
people. 


Our movement is about replacing a failed and corrupt — 
now, when I say "corrupt," I'm talking about totally 
corrupt — political establishment, with a new 


government controlled by you, the American people. 


There is nothing the political establishment will not do — 
no lie that they won't tell, to hold their prestige and 
power at your expense. And that's what's been 


happening. 


I'm doing this for the people and for the movement, and we will take back this country 


for you and we will make America great again. 


The corrupt establishment knows that we are a great threat to their criminal 
enterprise. They know that if we win, their power is gone, and it's returned to you, the 
people, will be. The dark clouds hanging over our government can be lifted and 
replaced with a bright future. But it all depends on whether we let the corrupt media 


decide our future or whether we let the American people decide our future. 


Although the propaganda arm of the political establishment would like you 
to think otherwise, Barack Obama was a terrible President and his 
Presidency was filled with scandals. This wikipedia page has a list of 68 
“Obama administration controversies.” I won’t be mentioning every 
“controversy” but I will focus on the ones that I believe are most relevant to 
the devolution we are currently seeing play out. 


The primary scandals are: 


e Uranium One Deal 

e Operation Fast and Furious 
e The Clinton Email Scandal 
e The Iran Nuclear Deal 

e Benghazi 


e Spygate 


Each one of these scandals is an example of our own government, led by 
President Obama, directly putting the national security of the United States 
at risk. I could easily write an article dedicated to each of these individually, 
but with how long this article is going to end up being, I will not be able to 
do that. The scandal I will “deep-dive” into 1s Benghazi (you’ll see why 
shortly). I don’t want the fact that I won’t be providing in-depth analysis of 
the other scandals to take away from their overall importance. They all play 
a part in the bigger picture. I urge you to do your own research if you feel 
something 1s lacking. 


*Disclaimer: I didn’t start following politics until 2018. I had surface-level 
understanding of these scandals but I wasn’t paying attention as they were 
unfolding. Writing this article opened my eyes to how corrupt Washington 
had become. It’s truly breath-taking* 


The Uranium One Deal 


The Uranium One deal is the typical pay-for-play scenario. This October 
2017 National Review article provides a solid breakdown. There is plenty 
more to the full story so read the article some day when you have a chance: 


et’s put the Uranium One scandal in perspective: The cool half-million bucks the Putin 
regime funneled to Bill Clinton was five times the amount it spent on those Facebook ads — 
the ones the media-Democrat complex ludicrously suggests swung the 2016 presidential 


election to Donald Trump. 


The Facebook-ad buy, which started in June 2015 — before Donald Trump entered the race — was 
more left-wing agitprop (ads pushing hysteria on racism, immigration, guns, etc.) than 
electioneering. The Clintons’ own long-time political strategist Mark Penn estimates that just 
$6,500 went to actual electioneering. (You read that right: 65 hundred dollars.) By contrast, the 
staggering $500,000 payday from a Kremlin-tied Russian bank for a single speech was part of a 
multi-million-dollar intluence-peddling scheme to enrich the former president and his wife, then- 
secretary of state Hillary Clinton. At the time, Russia was plotting — successfully — to secure U.S. 
government approval for its acquisition of Uranium One, and with it, tens of billions of dollars in 


U.S. uranium reserves. 


Here’s the kicker: The Uranium One scandal is not only, or even principally, a Clinton scandal. It is 


an Obama-administration scandal. 


The Clintons were just doing what the Clintons do: cashing in on their “public service.” The Obama 
administration, with Secretary Clinton at the forefront but hardly alone, was knowingly 
compromising American national-security interests. The administration green-lighted the transfer 
of control over one-fifth of American uranium-mining capacity to Russia, a hostile regime — and 
specifically to Russia’s state-controlled nuclear-energy conglomerate, Rosatom. Worse, at the time 
the administration approved the transfer, it knew that Rosatom’s American subsidiary was engaged 
in a lucrative racketeering enterprise that had already committed felony extortion, fraud, and 


money-laundering offenses. 


The Obama administration also knew that congressional Republicans were trying to stop the 
transfer. Consequently, the Justice Department concealed what it knew. DOJ allowed the 
racketeering enterprise to continue compromising the American uranium industry rather than 
commencing a prosecution that would have scotched the transfer. Prosecutors waited four years 
before quietly pleading the case out for a song, in violation of Justice Department charging 
guidelines. Meanwhile, the administration stonewalled Congress, reportedly threatening an 


informant who wanted to go public. 


There is no doubt that this extraordinarily gainful ingratiation took place. I outlined some of it a 
year ago in suggesting that the Justice Department should be investigating the Clinton Foundation, 
and its exploitation of Hillary Clinton’s influence as secretary of state, as a potential racketeering 


Case. 


In 2005, former President Clinton helped his Canadian billionaire friend and benefactor, Frank 
Giustra, obtain coveted uranium-mining rights trom Kazakhstan's dictator. The Kazakh deal 
enabled Giustra’s company (Ur-Asia Energy) to merge into Uranium One (a South African 
company), a $3.5 billion windfall. Giustra and his partners thereatter contributed tens of millions of 
dollars to the Clinton Foundation. Besides the valuable Kazakh reserves, Uranium One also 
controlled about a fifth of the uranium stock in the United States. 


Alas, Putin, the neighborhood bully, also wanted the Kazakh uranium. He leaned on Kazakhstan's 
dictator, who promptly arrested the official responsible for selling the uranium-mining rights to 
Giustra’s company. This put Uranium One's stake in jeopardy of being seized by the Kazakh 


government. 


As Uranium One’s stock plunged, its panicked executives turned to the State Department, where 
their friend Hillary Clinton was now in charge. State sprung into action, convening emergency 
meetings with the Kazakh regime. A few days later, it was announced that the crisis was resolved 
(translation: the shakedown was complete), Russia’s energy giant, Rosatom, would purchase 17 
percent of Uranium One, and the Kazakh threat would disappear — and with it, the threat to the 


value of the Clinton donors’ holdings. 


For Putin, though, that was just a start. He didn’t want a minority stake in Uranium One, he wanted 
control of the uranium. For that, Rosatom would need a controlling interest in Uranium One. That 
would be a tall order — not because of the Kazakh mining rights but because acquisition of Uranium 


One’s American reserves required U.S. government approval. 


Uranium is foundational to nuclear power and thus to American national security. As the New York 
Times explained in a report on the disturbing interplay between the Clinton Foundation and the 
transfer of American uranium assets to Russia, the United States gets a fitth ofits electrical power 
from nuclear energy, but only produces a fith of the uranium it needs. Consequently, a foreign 
entity would not be able to acquire rights to American uranium without the approval of the 


Committee on Foreign Investment in the United States. 


CFIUS is composed of the leaders of 14 U.S. government agencies involved in national security and 
commerce, In 2010, these included not only Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, who had cultivated a 
reputation as a hawk opposed to such foreign purchases, but Attorney General Eric Holder, whose 
Justice Department (and its lead agency, the FBI) were conducting the investigation of Rosatom’s 


ongoing U.S. racketeering, extortion, and money-laundering scheme. 


In March 2010, to push the Obama “reset” agenda, Secretary Clinton traveled to Russia, where she 
met with Putin and Dimitri Medvedev, who was then keeping the president's chair warm for Putin. 
Soon after, it emerged that Renaissance Capital, a regime-tied Russian bank, had offered Bill 
Clinton $500,000 to make a single speech — far more than the former president’s usual haul in 
what would become one of his biggest paydays ever. Renaissance was all aggressive promoter of 
Rosatom. The Clinton speech took place in Moscow in June. The exorbitant speech fee, itis worth 
noting, is a pittance compared with the $145 million Newsweek reports was donated to the Clinton 


Foundation by sources linked to the Uranium One deal. 


The month before the speech, the Hill reports, Bill Clinton told his wife’s State Department that he 
wanted to meet while in Russia with Arkady Dvorkovich, who, in addition to being a top Medvedev 
aide, was also a key Rosatom board member. It is not known whether the State Department gave 
clearance for the meeting: the question appears to have become moot since the former U.S. 
president met directly with Putin and Medvedev. You'll be comforted, I’m sure, to learn that aides to 
the Clintons, those pillars of integrity, assure us that the topics of Rosatom and Uranium One never 
came Up. 


If you think that is the only Clinton scandal, “Lew in skee nothing yet.” 
Forgive my poor attempt at a humorous Monica Lewinsky reference, but 
please keep the above scandal in mind. This type of pay for play scheme is 
common for our corrupt political establishment. 


There is no doubt that the Uranium One deal put the national security of the 
United States at risk. Many details of the scandal have come to light. Our 
military is obviously aware of those details and with their intelligence 
capabilities they likely know more than we do regarding the details that 
haven’t yet come to light. 


The real question is how would white hats in the military feel about seeing 
this unfold? Would they be ok with this? 
Operation Fast and Furious 


Although the following is from CNN, I believe it contains a good basic 
overview of the scandal: 


“Here’s a look at Operation Fast and Furious. From 2009-2011, the 
Phoenix Field Division of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives (ATF), along with other partners, allowed illegal gun sales in 
order to track the sellers and purchasers, who were believed to be 
connected to Mexican drug cartels, 


During the Fast and Furious investigation, nearly 2,000 firearms were 
illegally purchased for $1.5 million, according to a DOJ inspector General 
report. Hundreds of guns were later recovered in the United States and 
Mexico. 


In 2010, two of the weapons linked to Fast and Furious turned up near the 
scene of the murder of Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry in the Arizona 
desert. 


Whistleblowing led to investigations by the Senate Judiciary Committee and 
the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee. During the House 
investigation, Attorney General Eric Holder was cited for contempt. 


Fast and Furious was one of the operations under Project Gunrunner, part 
of the Department of Justice’s broader_National Southwest Border 


Counternarcotics Strategy. 


Operation Fast and Furious was not the ATF’s first “gun walking”’ 
investigation, which allowed illegally purchased firearms to “walk” out of 
gun shops. It was preceded by Operation Wide Receiver, which began in 

So our own government was selling firearms to Mexican drug cartels and 
those guns end up being connected to all sorts of crimes. Does that not put 
America’s security at risk? Do you think the white hats in the military would 
be ok with this going on? 


The Clinton Email Scandal 
From BBC: 


Hillary Clinton has been cleared for a second time by the FBI over her use of 
a private email server while secretary of state, What's it all about? 


In July, an FBI investigation concluded no "reasonable prosecutor" would bring 
a criminal case against Mrs Clinton, but that she and her aides were "extremely 
careless" in their handling of classified information. 


Then the FBI surprised everyone, 11 days betore the election, by announcing It 
was examining newly discovered emails sent or received by Hillary Clinton. 


Two days before voting booths opened across the nation, FBI Director James 
Comey announced he was standing by his original assessment - that Mrs 
Clinton should not face criminal charges. 


So how did we get here? 


Shortly before she was sworn in as secretary of state in 2009, Hillary Clinton 
set up an email server at her home in Chappaqua, New York. She then relied 
on this server, home to the email address har22@clintonemail.com, for all her 
electronic correspondence - both work-related and personal - during her four 
years in office. 


She also reportedly set up email addresses on the server for her long-time 
aide, Huma Abedin, and State Department Chief of Staff Cheryl Mills. 


She did not use, or even activate, a state.gov email account, which would have 
been hosted on servers owned and managed by the US government. 


Mrs Clinton's email system became a national story the first week of March 
2015, when the New York Times ran a front-page article on the subject. The 


article said that the system "may have violated federal requirements’ and was 
"alarming" to current and former government archive officials. 


Sceptics have countered that the real reason Mrs Clinton established her own 
email system was because it gave her total control over her correspondence. 


With her email setup, she became the sole arbiter of what should and 
shouldn't be provided to the government, made public via freedom of 
information requests or turned over to interested parties, such as the 
congressional committee investigating the 2012 attack on the US consulate in 
Benghazi. 


According to the State Department inspector general report, in 2010 Mrs 
Clinton told her deputy chief of staff that one of her concerns with email is 
that she did not "want any risk of the personal being accessible". 


An FBI investigation found that Mrs Clinton used "numerous personal devices 
while in office and relied on several email servers. Clinton staffers told the FBI 
that they destroyed some of the replaced devices with a hammer while they 
could not account for others. 


According to Mrs Clinton, she sent or received 62,320 emails during her time 
as secretary of state. She, or her lawyers, have determined about half of those 
- 30,490, roughly 55,000 pages, were oficial and have been turned over to the 
State Department. 


Mrs Clinton said the other emails are private - relating to topics like her 
daughter's wedding, her mother's funeral and "yoga routines’. 


At Hillary Clinton's request, the State Department released the first set of 
emails sent on her private account in May 2015, with many relating to the 
2012 attack on the US consulate in Benghazi. 


In early August 2015, she signed an atfidavit swearing she had turned over all 
copies of government records from her time in office. 


The FBI found "several thousand" work-related emails that were not turned 
over to the State Department, although it concluded that the emails were 
deleted prior to 2014 and were not intentionally removed "in an effort to 
conceal them’. 


About 3,000 emails are expected to be released in the run-up to election day, 
but many more will not be processed until atter 8 November. 


In 2015, Peter Schweizer published the book Clinton Cash: The Untold 


Story of How and Why Foreign Governments and Businesses Helped Make 
Bill and Hillary Rich: 


“Clinton Cash is an investigation of the foreign benefactors of Bill and 
Hillary Clinton and the Clinton Foundation. It investigates alleged 
connections between Clinton Foundation donors and Hillary Clinton's work 
at the State Department. 


The book argues that the Clinton family accepted lavish donations and 
speaking fees from foreign donors at times when the State Department was 


considering whether to award large contracts to groups and people 
affiliated with those donors. One of those donors include Mohammed 
Hussein Al Amoudi, an Ethiopian and Saudi Arabian billionaire 
businessman. 


The book has eleven chapters. Some chapters focus on particular 
transactions or deals, such as the creation of UrAsia Energy and Uranium 
One in Kazakhstan, and the connection shareholders had and have to the 
Clintons. Other chapters focus on a broader set of relationships, 
particularly with regard to Bill Clinton's paid speeches during the years 
Hillary Clinton served as Secretary of State, and whether those paying for 
his speeches had significant business before the State 

Department. Schweizer dubs the Clintons' blend of government service and 
private remuneration the "Clinton blur". 


Hillary Clinton is basically Joe Biden in a pant suit with a mean streak for 
“suiciding” anyone who might have dirt on her. Both are products of the 
corrupt political establishment they are beholden too, and both sold out their 
country for personal gain. 


The Iran Nuclear Deal 


The Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, commonly referred to as the Iran 
nuclear deal, is certainly one of the more complex scandals. There appears 
to be much more than meets the eye. 


The Wall Street Journal summarized it best: 


“The Obama administration followed up a planeload of $400 million in 
cash sent to Iran in January with two more such shipments in the next 19 
days, totaling another $1.3 billion, according to congressional officials 
briefed by the U.S. State, Treasury and Justice departments. 


The cash payments—made in Swiss francs, euros and other currencies— 
settled a decades-old dispute over a failed arms deal dating back to 1979. 
U.S. officials have acknowledged the payment of the first $400 million 
coincided with Iran’s release of American prisoners and was used 


as leverage to ensure they were flown out of Tehran’s Mehrabad on the 
morning of Jan. 17.” 


This from the Hill: 


These were facts that former 
President Obama knew when he 
deliberately chose a policy of 
appeasement and cash payoffs 
instead of strength and 
accountability as the way to deal 
with Iran. 





President Trump spelled this out in 
no uncertain terms on Wednesday 
when he addressed the nation while 
seeking to dial down the imminent 
threat Iran may pose to our nation, 


the Middle East and the world. 


Said the president in part, “lran’s hostilities substantially increased after 
the foolish Iran nuclear deal was signed in 2013 and they were given $150 
billion, not to mention $1.8 billion in cash. ... Then, Iran went ona terror 
spree, funded by the money from the deal and created hell in Yemen, 
Syria, Lebanon, Afghanistan and Iraq. The missiles fired last night at us 
and our allies were paid for with the funds made available by the last 
administration.” 


As we have seen and heard, some — especially Democrats, their allies in 
the media and Obama supporters — chose to challenge or quibble with 
Trump's statement. That said, | spoke with a former senior intelligence 
official who said that much of the $1.8 billion cash payoff from the Obama 
administration was used explicitly to fund terrorism as an additional 
“screw you” from the leaders of Iran — including Soleimani — to the 
United States. The rest of the money, my source believes, ended up in the 
bank accounts of corrupt Iranian leaders and terrorists. 


The cash payment authorized by Obama is one of the most disgraceful 
and shameful “negotiations” in the history of our nation. It was a payment 
the Obama White House first denied, then ignored and then grudgingly 
acknowledged. 


Think about how our military felt about the Iran nuclear deal. The United 
States had been fighting a war on terrorism in the middle east dating back to 
2001, and President Barack Obama gave cash to our enemies and released 
prisoners back to them. I don’t want to speculate but this deal smells fishy 
and I cannot imagine our military was ok with it. The Iran Nuclear deal 
clearly put our national security at risk. 


The Benghazi Attack 


This is where things get interesting because this 1s where we start to some 
similar faces from the Devolution series. First let’s look at some background 
that I have copied and pasted from Ballotpedia. I will leave all the citations 
for your reference. There is plenty more to this story but again, for the sake 
of brevity, I will only try to cover the relevant details. 


“On September 11, 2012, Ambassador Stevens was in Benghazi meeting 
with Libyan officials in search of Muammar Gaddafi's weapons stockpiles. 
He was also there to open a cultural center.[37] 


The attack on the U.S. mission started around 9:40 p.m. when gunshots and 
an explosion were heard. The militia overpowered the main gate and burned 
the barracks building. At about 10:00 p.m., the militia broke through the 
compound wall and the ambassador went to the safe room with information 
officer Sean Smith. The CIA annex, located approximately a mile away, was 
notified of the attack. While Stevens and Smith were in safe room, the 
building was set on fire using diesel fuel causing smoke to fill the building. 
The CIA agents and 16 Libyan security guards regained control of the 
compound and began searching for Stevens and Smith. [37] 


The first drones were sent over the site as President Obama began to meet 
with the secretary of defense and the chair of the joint chiefs. An email 
indicating the group Ansar al-Sharia claimed the attack was sent from the 
U.S. State Department to the White House. [37] 


At about 1:15 a.m. on September 12, a rescue team from Tripoli arrived in 
Benghazi. Those rescued from the mission were at the CIA annex, including 
Stevens. Deputy Mission Chief Gregory Hicks notified Secretary of 

State Hillary Clinton that Americans in Benghazi needed to be evacuated at 
2:00 a.m. At about 4:00 a.m., the militants attacked the CIA annex and 
killed Navy SEALs Glen Doherty and Tyrone Woods. The bodies of Stevens, 
Smith, Doherty and Woods were on the final plane out of Libya at 10:00 
a.m. on September 12.[37] 


Although senior White House officials initially labeled the attack a 
spontaneous reaction to an anti-Muslim video made by an American that 
was circulating in the region, the Obama administration acknowledged on 
September 19, 2012, that it was a premeditated terrorist attack. [2][3]” 


Then there is this article from Glenn Kessler of the Washington Post: 


There have been many questions raised about the development of the administration $ talking points in 
the aftermath of the attack on Genghazi, Libya, that left four Americans dead, including the U.S. 
ambassador. There have been allegations that the administration deliberately covered up the fact that this 
was a terrorist attack. We have noted before, in our extensive timeline of Benghazi statements, how long 
it took the president to concede that point in the midst of his reelection campaign. 


But with the release of 12 versions of the talking points Friday by ABC News, perhaps there is an 
alternative explanation: This basically was a bureaucratic knife fight, pitting the State Department against 
the CIA. 


In other words, the final version of the talking points may have been so wan because officials simply 
deleted everything that upset the two sides. So they were left with nothing. 


Lets examine the evidence for a bureaucratic explanation. 


First, some important context: Although the ambassador was killed, the Benghazi ‘consulate was not a 
consulate at all but basically a secret CIA operation which included an effort to round up shoulder- 
launched missiles. In fact, only seven of the 30 Americans evacuated from Benghazi had any connection 
to the State Department: the rest were afilliated with the CIA. 


The official reports, such as the one from the Accountability Review Board and the Senate Homeland 
Security Committee report, essentially dance around that uncomfortable fact: 


‘In December 2077, the Under Secretary for \anagement aoproved 3 one-year continuation of the U.S. 
Special Mission in Benghazi, which was never a consulate and never formally notified to the Libyan 
government.” (ARB) 


“The alfacks in Benghazi occurred at two alfferant locations: a Department of State Temporary Mission 
Facility and an Annex facility (Annex) approximately a mile away used by another agency of the United 
States Government.” (Senate report) 


30, from the State Department perspective, this was an attack on a CIA operation, perhaps by the very 
people the CIA was battling, and the ambassador tragically was in the wrong place at the wrong time. But, 
for obvious reasons, the administration could not publicly admit that Benghazi was mostly a secret CIA 
affort. 


The talking points were originally developed by the CIA at the request of a member of the house 
Intelligence Committee. Interestingly, all of the versions are consistent on one point — that the attacks 
were “spontaneously inspired by protests at the U.S. embassy in Cairo,” a fact later deemed to be 
incorrect. 


The talking points through Friday begin to become rather detailed, at which point there is sharp push-back 
from the State Department. Let's look at the version as of 5:09 p.m. on Sept 14, a Friday, and see the red 
flags for State: 


athe talking points refer to a “direct assault against the U.S. consulate.” 


a The ClAsays it ‘warned of social media reports calling for a demonstration in front of the Embassy and 
that jihadists were threatening to break into the Embassy.” 


a The ClA says it “has produced numerous pieces on the threat of extremists in Benghazi and eastern 
Libya.” It cites “at least five other attacks” against foreign interests and says it ‘cannot rule out the 
individuals had previously surveilled [sic] the US. facilities.” 


The clear implication is that State screwed up, even though internally, it was known that this was a CIA 
operation. State Department spokeswoman Victoria Nuland especially objects to the reference to previous 
warnings, saying it “could be abused by members [of Congress] to beat up the State Department for not 
paying attention to warnings.” 


Moreover, Nuland had been constrained from saying much about the attack at her daily press briefings, so 
she was unsure why the agency would suddenly give so much information to members of Congress. 


Aiter the CIA makes minor changes, such as deleting a reference to the militant group Ansar al-Sharia, 
Nuland responds, “These changes don't resolve all of my issues or those of my buildings leadership.” At 
that point, a White House official weighs in and writes in an e-mail: 


“\We must make sure that the talking points reflect all agency equities, including those of the State 
Department, and we don't want to undermine the FBI investigation. We thus will work through the 
talking points tomorrow morning at the Deputies Committee meeting.” 


UPDATE: CNN says it obtained an actual copy of this email and it differs from how it was previously 
reported, particularly because there is no specific mention of the State Department: 


“\We need to resolve this in a way that respects all of the relevant equities, particularly the 
investigation....\Ve can take this up tomorrow morning at the deputies.” 


The final version of the talking points shows what happened: Just about everything was cut, leaving 
virtually nothing. The reference to ‘consulate’ was also deleted, replaced by “diplomatic post." 


From a bureaucratic perspective, it may have seemed like the best possible solution at the time. From a 
political perspective, it turned out to be a disaster. 


For reasons unknown, the White House sent U.N. Ambassador Susan E. Rice on five Sunday shows with 
those talking points — and the rest is history. The talking points were so weak that Rice immediately 
raised suspicions that the administration was hiding something important. (She instantly eamed 
Pinocchios.) She also repeatedly referenced the supposed impact of an anti-lslam video, which was never 
a part of the talking points. 


Further investigation may make the bureaucratic explanation moot. But, in Washington, one should never 
underestimate the importance of internal conflict between agencies. 


“The administration could not publicly admit that Benghazi was mostly a 
secret CIA effort.” “Internal conflict between agencies.” Will we ever know 
the true scope of what happened during Benghazi? Maybe not. There is 
definitely more to the story, however I now want to discuss how this relates 
to the the theme of the article; that our corrupt political establishment and 
their actions are at odds with the military and their duty to uphold the 
security and independence of the United States. This is where we see ties 
between Benghazi and Devolution. 


Don't forget to subscribe to the 
Patel Patriot Newsletter 


to stay up to date on 
the Devolution Series! 


Let’s once again look into the background of the man at the epicenter of the 
Devolution Series; Christopher C. Miller. 





Some relevant background of Christopher Miller: 


But those who know the former Army Special Forces officer and have worked 
with him describe him as a standout leader who has, at every level of his career, 
kept perspective on the national impacts of his work and overarching defense 


trategy. 





As acompany commander with Sth Special Forces Group, Miller helped to 
direct the first, covert invasion of Afghanistan following the Seot. 11, 2001, 
terror attacks. A small number of Green Berets from sth Group, some of them 
on horseback, were sent to defeat the Taliban in an operation depicted years 
ater in the feature film °12 Strong. 





According to Jason Amerine, a former member of the unit, Miller was in no 
small part responsible for the way that first deployment took place. 


‘Chris basically got oth Group into the war, Amerine, now a Future of War 
Fellow at the New America think tank, told Military.com on Monday. ‘In 2001, as 
we eae for Agena there really was no coherent plan initially, éindibig 
Basically, 

Chris Miller volunteered Sth Group to recome the Joint Special Operations 
Task Force] - to become JSOTF North and spearhead the invasion of 
Afghanistan 


Important to note that as far back as 2001, our military was at odds with the 
political establishment. The subject matter of these types of disagreements 
are what negatively affect our national security. 





At the time, Amerine was a captain in a Special Forces A-team, ODA-574; Miller, 





a 35-year-old major, was part of a B-team, a headquarters element. But on Dec. 


9, 2001, after an infamous B-52 bomber friendly fire airstrike that left three 








American soldiers and 10 Afghan troops dead in Sayyd Alma Kalay in 






Afghanistan's Oruzgan province, | 





Amerine described Miller as a man universally admired in the SF ‘world of prime 





donnas. 


This is an interesting story and something I want you to keep in mind as I 
continue. Miller and his team came in as a quick reaction force in response 
to a friendly fire airstrike. A quick reaction force (QRF) is “an armed 
military unit capable of rapidly responding to developing situations, 
typically to assist allied units in need of such assistance. They are to have 
equipment ready to respond to any type of emergency, typically within ten 
minutes or less but that is based on unit standard operating 

procedures (SOPs).” 


Here is another example from 2003 discussing the QRF team from the 
(recently abandoned) Bagram AFB in Afghanistan: 


10th Mountain Division Soldiers Provide Quick Reaction Force 


By Sgt. Greg Heath, USA 
Special fo American Forces Press Service 


BAGRAM, Afghanistan, Oct. 17, 2003 - Like firemen on duty at a firehouse, 10th Mountain Division 
infantry soldiers who make up Bagram’s quick reaction force sit in their hut near the airfield, always 
ready to extinguish any problems coalition forces may have in the area. 


Inside the modest 
hut are wall-to-wall 
bunks stacked three 
high and a living 
area for the soldiers 
of Company C, 2nd 
Battalion, oth 
Infantry Regiment, 
whose platoons 
perform 24-hour 
QRF duty ona 
rotational basis. 


The QRF soldiers 
are prepared for a 
wide variety of 
combat related 
missions, and if 
Bagram or coalition 
Soldiers were ever ikea es a? 
altacked, the ORF A quick reaction force squad practices handling suspected enemy forces aunng daily 
soldiers could gather battle ails in Bagram, Afghanistan Army photo by og Greg Aesth 

their gear and be on (Click photo for screen-resalution image|high-resolution image available. 

a CH-47 Chinook 
helicopter ready to be flown into action in a very short period of time, according to 3rd Platoon Leader 
Ist Lt. Steven Helm. 
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“We can be called on for anything,” said Team Leader Col. Sean Hurst, 3rd Platoon. “We're ready all 
the time for anything imaginable that could happen.” 


Back to Chris Miller: 


Miller would ultimately become the commander of 2nd Battalion, Sth Special 
Forces Group, having been part of the 2003 Iraq invasion and completed 
tional deployments to Iraq and Afghanistan. According to 
documents made public ahead of his confirmation to lead the Nationa 
Counterterrorism Center, MillentalsorspentthresivearsionhisiAnmyicareer 


Following his 2014 retirement from the Army, he went to the Pentagon, working 
for more than two years as a contracted special operations consultant to the 





under secretaries of defense for Intelligence and Policy. Then, trom March 2018 
to December 2019, he joined the National Security Council at the White House, 
Serving as special assistant to the president and senior director for 
counterterrorism and transnational threats. On Jan. 6, 2020, Miller became the 
deputy assistant secretary of defense for Special Operations and Combating 
Terrorism, a position hed hold until his confirmation as NCTC director on Aug. 
10 of this year. 


“Miller also spent three years of his Army career detailed from the DoD to 
the intelligence.” More specifically, starting sometime in 2011 through 
sometime in 2014, Chris Miller was in his last assignment as an Army 
officer as Director for Special Operations and Irregular Warfare in the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special Operations/Low- 
Intensity Conflict & Interdependent Capabilities at the Pentagon. 


As the Director for Special operations and IW in the office of the ASD 
SO/LIC, he would be the third highest in command specifically for Special 
operations at the DoD, directly reporting to the Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of Defense for Special Operations and Counterterrorism, who directly 


reported to the ASD SO/LIC. This is a position located in the Pentagon. 
Here is a slideshow from July, 2014 prepared by then Colonel Christopher 


Miller showing the (somewhat confusing) org chart. I’ve simplified it for 
you to illustrate the chain of command during his time as Director for 


SO/IW: 
Secretary of Defense 


Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special Operations & Low Intensity Conflicts 


DASD Partnership Strat DASD Special Ops and DASD Counternarcotics 
& Stability Ops Counter Terrorism & Global Threats 


Director of Special Ops 
and Irregular Warfare 
Chris Miller 





During the Benghazi raid on September 11, 2012, Chris Miller was 
watching the events unfold from the pentagon and was part of the team that 
would have been making operational decisions. 


In other words, he was present and directly involved when special 


operations were halted from responding to Benghazi attacks. 


Hours later, according to excerpts of the account by the U.S. diplomat, 


Gregory Hicks, lals in the Li ught slon 
to deploy four U.S. Special Operations troops to Benghazi aboard a Libyan 
military aircraft early the next morning. The toopswereteldtostand 
down, 

“The White House and the Pentagon have allowed us to believe that there were no military 
options on the table,” Rep. Jason Chatfetz (R-Utah) said in a phone interview. “The model of 
the military is to leave no person behind, and it s'stunningandunacceptable to think we had 


‘down. That's just not the 





American way. 


There were special operations QRFs with ability to get to Benghazi but they 
were ordered to stand down by the Pentagon. 


Who at the Pentagon ordered the stand down? 


The Benghazi incident led to multiple congressional investigations as 
described by ballotpedia: 
_ | 


Senate investigation 


The investigation report released on January 15, 2014, by the Senate 
Intelligence committee said that the "State Department failed to increase 
security at its mission despite warnings, and blamed intelligence agencies 
for not sharing information about the existence of the CIA outpost with the 
U.S. military," according to the Washington Post. [49] 


The Senate Intelligence Committee released the following statement along 
with a 58-page declassified report on the Benghazi attack: "The committee 
found the attacks were preventable, based on extensive intelligence 
reporting on the terrorist activity in Libya — to include prior threats and 
attacks against Western targets — and given the known security shortfalls at 
the U.S. Mission."[50] 


House Select Committee on Benghazi 


On May &, 2014, Rep. Trey Gowdy (R-S.C.) was chosen to lead a special 
committee investigating the attack in Benghazi and the administration's 
actions regarding the attack. The committee was made up of 

seven Republicans and five Democrats.[51] When asked if the U.S. State 
Department would comply with the committee's requests, Secretary of State 
John Kerry stated, "We’ll respond because we have absolutely nothing to 
hide whatsoever and I look forward to complying with whatever 
responsibilities we have."[52] 


The twelve members named to the House Select Committee on Benghazi 
were: [53] [54] 
e Rep. Trey Gowdy (R-S.C.), Chair 


e Rep. Susan Brooks (R-Ind.) 
e Rep. Jim Jordan (R-Ohio) 

e Rep. Mike Pompeo (R-Kan.) 
e Rep. Martha Roby (R-Ala.) 

e Rep. Peter Roskam (R-IIL) 


e Rep. Lynn Westmoreland (R-Ga.) 


e Rep. Elijah Cummings (D-Md.), Ranking Minority 
Member 


e Rep. Adam Smith (D-Wash.) 
e Rep. Adam Schiff (D-Calif. 
e Rep. Linda Sanchez (D-Calif.) 


e Rep. Tammy Duckworth (D-Il.) 





The investigation by the House Select Committee on Benghazi culminated 
in a 800+ page report. Representatives Jim Jordan and Mike Pompeo took 
things a step further and issued an addendum to the report because they felt 


Chairman Trey Gowdy’s effort did not sufficiently criticize the Obama 
Administration's handling of the attacks. 


Here is the link to the addendum to the report and a few key screenshots of 


the conclusions and unanswered questions: 
SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS 
I. 


The First Victim of War is Truth: The administration 
misled the public about the events in Benghazi 


Officials at the State Department, including Secretary Clinton, learned 
almost in real time that the attack in Benghazi was a terrorist attack. With 
the presidential election just 36 days away, rather than tell the American 
people the truth and increase the risk of losing an election, the 
administration told one story privately and a different story publicly. 
They publicly blamed the deaths on a video-inspired protest they knew 
had never occurred. 


Last Clear Chance: Security in Benghazi was woefully 
inadequate and Secretary Clinton failed to lead 


The State Department has many posts but Libya and Benghazi were 
different. After Qhaddafi, the U.S. knew that we could not count on host 
nation security in a country where militias held significant power. The 
American people expect that when the government sends our 
representatives into such dangerous places they receive adequate 
protection. Secretary Clinton paid special attention to Libya. She sent 
Ambassador Stevens there. Yet, in August 2012, she missed the last, 
clear chance to protect her people. 


Failure of Will: America did not move heaven 
and earth to rescue our people 


The American people expect their government to make every effort to 
help those we put in harm's way when they find themselves in trouble. 
The U.S. military never sent assets to help rescue those fighting in 
Benghazi and never made it into Libya with personnel during the attack. 
And, contrary to the administration's claim that it could not have landed 
in Benghazi in time to help, the administration never directed men or 
machines into Benghazi. 


IV. 


Justice Denied: The administration broke its 
promise to bring the terrorists to justice 


After the attacks, President Obama promised “justice will be done.” 
There is no doubt our nation can make good on that commitment. Yet, 
almost four years later, only one of the terrorists has been captured and 
brought to the United States to face criminal charges. Even that terrorist 
will not receive the full measure of justice after the administration chose 
not to seek the death penalty. The American people are owed an 
explanation. 


V. 


Unanswered Questions: The administration did not 
cooperate with the investigation 


Despite its claims, we saw no evidence that the administration held a 
sincere interest in helping the Committee find the truth about Benghazi. 
There is a time for politics and a time to set politics aside. A national 
tragedy is one of those times when as a nation we should join together to 
find the truth. That did not happen here. So while the investigation 
uncovered new information, we nonetheless end the Committee's 
investigation without many of the facts, especially those involving the 
President and the White House, we were chartered to obtain. 


e Why were diplomats stationed in Benghazi in the 
first place and, more importantly, why did they stay 
as it became more and more dangerous? 


® Why did the State Department ignore multiple 
requests for help from the team in Benghazi, leaving 
them to fend tor themselves in a facility that was no 
match for a well-organized assault? 


e Why did the U.S. military do almost nothing to help 
and why did it take them so long to arnve in Libya 
and never prepare assets to arrive in Benghazi? 


« Why did the administration mislead the American 
people about the nature and cause of the attack? 


« Why, now almost four years later, has only one of 
the dozens of terrorists who murdered four of our 
countrymen faced American justice? 


So while I don’t think we have the full scope of the Benghazi situation, here 
is what we do know. Chris Miller was in the Pentagon when the Special 
Operation’s QRF was told to stand down. Remember these are people he 
personally worked with before being promoted to the Pentagon. How do you 
think he felt about that? Chris Miller was a member of one of these QRF 
teams back in 2001 at the start of the war. I can’t imagine the same man who 
volunteered his team to be a QRF for the 2001 mission referenced above 
would be at all “okay” with the Pentagon’s response (or lack thereof) to the 
Benghazi incident. 


The political establishment was using the military to advance their political 
agendas. They created a bureaucratic chain of command in which 
operational decisions were made through the Pentagon. 


I don’t think this sat well with Chris Miller, and I believe I can prove it. 
Here are Chris Miller’s comments from November 18, 2020 when he, along 
with Ezra Cohen Watnick, announced the elevation of United States Special 
Operations to a level on par with that of the other branches of the armed 
Services: 





Good morning, everyone. Wow, what aweek. That old cliché, if you want a friend in 
Washington, D.C. get a dog may be true for many. But for me, | know | can come to Fort 


Bragg and 
riyback 





It is an honor to be here on this hallowed plaza, where we are reminded of the enormous 
sacrifices and burdens shouldered by our nations special operators. These brave heroes 
were first to the enemy's doorstep, Mark, in the aftermath of the September 11th attacks in 
2001. Only weeks after that dark day In our nation’s history, they plunged into danger to 
bring justice to the terrorists who took thousands of innocent American lives, and theywill 
pressure on the road to stability and lasting peace in Afghanistan and Iraq, 


| know firsthand the caliber and character of these brave service members, being served -- 
having served as an Army Special Forces company commander under then-Colonel John 
Mulholland during Operation Enduring Freecom -- and with Mark, of course. | also served 
two tours in Iraq, including during the 2003 invasion, and later, in 2006 as a Special Forces 
battalion commander, 2nd Battalion, the Special Forces group -- absolutely the best Special 
Forces battalions in the history of the world -- no offense. | spent the remainder of my 


career just as committed to defeating terrorists and those that would help harbor them. 


Yesterday, the president ordered the downsizing of our force presence In Afghanistan and 
lraq: 2,500 troops in each country by 15 January 2021 ina manner that protects our fighting 
men and women and our hard-earned gains. At the same time -- you all know this -- should 


any malign actors underestimate our resolve or attempt to undermine our efforts, wewill 


nothesitate to restore deterrence and defeat any and all threats 


As we implement the president's orders, we also recognize that transitions and campaigns 
are fraught with risk and unexpected challenges and opportunities. That is why | am here 


today to announce this -- this is an omen -- uh oh. |'m here today to announce that | directed 





current bureaueratiechannels. This historic step finalizes what Congress has authorized and 
directed, and will put Special Operations Command onpar with the military services for the 


rsttime, 


This reform will immediately improve agility to the department and the command, and will 


Change Is often tectonic in the Department of Defense. This is by -- this is by design, and as 


our history shows, has served the nation very well. 


Today's reforms is directly aligned with all three of my priorities, as outlined In my message 
to the force on Monday. First, bring theicurrentwantoanendinaresponsiblemannenthat 
guarantees the’securityof ourcitizens: two, continue implementing the National Defense 
Strategy with an emphasis on transformingthe departmentforigreatpowercompetition: 


and three, accelerate the department's activities to contribute to our Whole-of-government 


Today, with the strong support of President Trump, we are forging the next chapter in the 
history of the United States Special Operations Forces in formalizing a watershed reform. 
Right now we start the transition to provide greater civilian oversight of -- and critical 


advocacy for our special operators. 


This couldn't come at a more critical moment in time as we bring our nation’s longest conflict 


to aresponsible end and prepare our Special Operations forces for this new era of great 
power competition. | can think of no better place than here, at the original home of our 


Special Operations forces, to enshrine stronger support for the next generation of special 


operators, hardened by combat and unrelenting deployments, Whounderstand the 





“This reform will immediately improve agility to the department and the 
command, and will enable us to streamline information flow, enhance 
decision-making and more adaptively and adeptly support our commanders 
and their superb soldiers, sailors, airmen and Marines.” - This almost feels 
like a direct shot at the Obama administration and their handling of 
Benghazi. 


Chris Miller and the special operations forces account for just one aspect of 
the Benghazi incident. General Michael Flynn accounts for the other. Pll try 
to summarize this as best as I can. 


General Michael Flynn 

General Michael Flynn was never scared to speak his mind and was often 
critical of the Obama administration and the reality of the war in Iraq and 
deficiencies within the intelligence community: 


Ironically, the barriers to maximizing available 
intelligence are surprisingly few. The deficit of data 
needed by high-level analysts does not arise from 

a lack of reporting in the field. There are literally 
terabytes of unclassified and classified information 
typed up at the grassroots level. Nor, remarkably, is 
the often-assumed unwillingness to share infor- 
mation the core of the problem. On the contrary, 
military officers and civilians working with ISAF 
allies, and even many NGOs, are eager to exchange 
information. True, there are severe technological 
hurdles, such as the lack of a common database 
and digital network available to all partners, but 
they are not insurmountable. 


The most salient problems are attitudinal, cultural, 
and human. The intelligence community's standard 
mode of operation is surprisingly passive about 
aggregating information that is not enemy-related 
and relaying it to decision-makers or fellow analysts 
further up the chain. It is a culture that is strangely 
oblivious of how little its analytical products, as they 
now exist, actually influence commanders. 


It is also a culture that is emphatic about secrecy 
but regrettably less concerned about mission effec- 
tiveness.' To quote General McChrystal in a recent 
meeting, “Our senior leaders — the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Secretary of Defense, 
Congress, the President of the United States — are 
not getting the right information to make decisions 
with. We must get this right. The media is driving 
the issues. We need to build a process from the 
sensor all the way to the political decision makers.” 


Flynn was commissioned in the U.S. Army as a second lieutenant in military 
intelligence in 1981. His military assignments included multiple tours and 
he had an extensive career in military intelligence. He and his superior, 
General McChrystal, streamlined all intelligence so as to increase the tempo 
of operations and degrade the networks of Al-Qaeda in Iraq. He served as 
the director of intelligence of the United States Central Command from June 
2007 to July 2008, as the director of intelligence of the Joint Staff from July 
2008 to June 2009, then the director of intelligence of the International 
Security Assistance Force in Afghanistan from June 2009 to October 2010. 


In September 2011, Flynn was promoted to Lieutenant General and assigned 
as assistant director of national intelligence in the Office of the Director of 
National Intelligence. On April 17, 2012, President Barack 

Obama nominated Flynn to be the 18th director of the Defense Intelligence 
Agency. Flynn took command of the DIA in July 2012. He simultaneously 
became commander of the Joint Functional Component Command for 
Intelligence, Surveillance and Reconnaissance, and chair of the Military 
Intelligence Board. Flynn was seeing the most classified military 
intelligence available. 


In mid-2014, his two-year term at the DIA was not extended. On April 30, 
2014, Flynn announced his retirement effective later that year, about a year 
earlier than he had been scheduled to leave his position. He was reportedly 
effectively forced out of the DIA after clashing with superiors over his 
allegedly chaotic management style and vision for the agency. 


According to what Flynn had said in one final interview as DIA director, he 
felt like a lone voice in thinking the United States was less safe from the 
threat of Islamic terrorism in 2014 than it was prior to the 9/11 attacks; he 
went on to believe he was pressed into retirement for questioning the Obama 
administration's public narrative that Al Qaeda was close to defeat. 


Flynn retired from the U.S. Army with 33 years of service on August 7, 
2014. 


On November 10, 2015, Flynn gave an interview to the Special Inspector 


General for Afghanistan Reconstruction (SIGAR) Lessons Learned project 
later published as part of the Afghanistan Papers: 
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Interviewees: 





| wi 
| think that in general, you'll he parl of the history of this thing [the war in Atehanistan|, abviously because what 
SIGAR’s role has been fora tong time. | used to go down and sit with the SIGAR people in Kandahar, just ta chat 
with tiem, have a cup of coffee, and see what they were up to, Never mind not accomplishing our fission, but the 


severity of corruption in gur awn syste, | think is just unbelievable, The waste that | saw is unbelievable, You just 
sit there and go, “you have got to be kidding uve, why did we de this?" | think shal samehady, someday, will sit 
down and do sorhe very sertous research with data, which they can discover, [about this problem, A friend of mine 
just did an assessment in Iraq, He is a very serious gentleman in this case, He is discovering haw little data we 
actuaily have kept for [the new military] organization. The Secretary [uf Defense: has just appointed our general in 
Iraq «LS. Army 3 Corps, In is amazing, He [my friend conducting the assessment] did a goad salld 45 days and 
went inth theater, He has an extraordinary background in the whole theater, bul defintely in Irag. He just told me 
the other day that itis like we are starting from serateh, In this era of data and information that we haves we have 
all these things and al this stuff, but everybody goos cad then takes {the data] when thoy leave, You da your right 
seat ride and we have actually taken right-seat rides for granted. | am in the process of writing a book right now 
and part of itis how we have gotten away from that, Weare such a strong country, but we have motten away irom 
the idea of actually how ( win anything, There is 2 machinery thatis behind what we da, and itkeeps us 
participating in the conflict because it penerates wealth. [Itpenerates wealth] all around and 09 both sides - 
well all sides...Lhere are more than two sides, 


All of a sudden | step out of that and | return toa serias of assignments, starting with CENTCOM, then the loint 
Staff, then back into Afghanistan with ISAP, {then held the Assistant Director for National Intelligence [pasitian], 
then to A.1 went hack into a world with a very conventional, very structured, very cautious, very archaic 
intellivence system. [That is of course true heside] the ume in Afghanistan where | realized that what we needed to 
change. Su as ! was watching things unfold from my perch al CENTCOM, then (rom iny perch al the amt Staff 
patticularly inside of the region and mside of Aiphanistan, and listennip te the tarluris that we were having, i 
slarled to Strike me that we were doing a waole range.al things incorrect, [ am actudlly loukdng at the intelligence 
and|t an saying, the (intelligence is actually pretty good, The strategic assessmentsail yan: go back and | am not sure 
ifyou guys can do this, you may want ty go back and jouk at the NEES at least, but if you wend and looked at 
strategic intelligence assessments trom Centra: Commanc, froin the last ten years, you wotid fing a stark ciarily as 
to whal the intelligence system was assessing in Afghanistan pretty clearly, | think it was very clear, The policy 
decisions and lhe operational decisions, | don't think matched what the intelligence was saying. | think that 
there is a biasedness. | am going to draw youd picture here. 


The intelligence system, | thought was very accurate an the wha |s who in the 200 there, so to speak. Who is who in 
the leadership of those who we were facing in Afghanistan and also the members of the iiternational coalition, The 
international coalition was also corrupt and also saw the U.S. money coming in and took advantage of It. 
Don't think it was just the Afghans, There was a lot of intel about other countries and people that were 
there taking advantage of deals, Including us, That is why | say that there is probably criminal cases 
walting to be had against people who found weaknesses in our system. Even soldiers and other 

government officials found weaknesses in our system to make money, The tactical intelligence and the 
reporting that was captured in terms of written down and database in some computer system that deseribed 
corruption, was unbelievable, There was plenty of it 





t] learned was that the CIA was not sharing all of their 
information with the Department of Defense or the rest of the Intelligence Community for that matter. | 
asked why and (they said] It was operational traffic, So the CIA has operational cables that don't make it 
into intelligence reporting, which is absolutely irresponsible. They are an intelligence agency so their 
operational traffic and their intelligence traffic, to me, is intelligence. | don't need, in their operational traffic, their 
sourcing. | need the richness of the report 













reporting system that the CLA has, | hands-on saw it. ! know what their system |s, They were not providing 
intelligence from operational reports to the rest of the Intelligence Community, 





So now you have this disconnect and | wanted to know about that disconnect, 
and when | asked why they couldn't share they said it was operational traffic, not intel, So wait a 
second, you [CIA] are an intel agency. This is where the intelligence leadership is irresponsible for not 


sharing intelligence In and among themselves. Hack to the alliance | told you about that has better intelligence 
than the intelligence community because everything is intelligence to them. 










(bv 1). (63) 


We would come up with the 83 Districts for our Campaign Plan and 





| think 83 was the number and we might have added one additional district, General Rodriguez may 
have added on later on and it may have heen ground Kabul, 


SOE a Operationally the reporting that comes out of there [ISAF] is 
rful; It is rosy, So! am on VIC with the Secretary of Defense, CENTCOM Commander, ISAF Commander 
(with McChrystal and Petraeus}, and | give my presentation and it sucks, Itis almost like disregarded but it is 


“okay, gotit, Here is what we are going to do, strategically,” 

Michael Flynn was somebody who knew where the bodies were buried. He 
was director of the Defense Intelligence Agency during Benghazi. Benghazi 
was the direct result of Obama Administration corruption, as detailed in this 
Fox News article written by Michael Flynn himself: 


The American public was told that the intervention in Libya was necessary to prevent a 
humanitarian crisis, But just as Hillary Clinton would describe the attack on our Benghazi 
diplomats as a spontaneous protest over a video, the military intervention that led 
inexorably to the debacle in Benghazi was sold on false pretenses: to prevent an imminent 
massacre of civilians engaged in a pro-democracy uprising. 


Hillary Clinton described the 2011 Arab Spring rebellion in eastern Libya as a spontaneous 
pro-democracy uprising, but the Libyan connection to radical Islamic extremist groups was 
well known long before 2011, 





The region where the rebellion began was a fervid recruiting ground for jihadis who killed 
American forces in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

The leaders of the “civilian uprising’ that Hillary Clinton supported were members of the 
Libyan Islamic Fighting Group (LIFG) who had pledged allegiance to Al Qaeda. They 
refused to take orders from non-Islamist commanders and assassinated the then leader 
of the rebel army, Abdel Fattah Younes. 


Just as there was ample evidence that Hillary's “pro-democracy protestors’ were radical 
Islamists, there was no truth to the assertion a civilian massacre was imminent. 


Libyan doctors told United Nations investigators that, of the more than 200 corpses in 
Tripoli’s morques following fighting in late February 2011, only two were female. This 
indicates Qaddafi’s forces targeted male combatants and did not indiscriminately attack 
civilians. Nor had Qaddafi forces attacked civilians after retaking towns from the rebels in 
early February 2011. 


While Muammar Qaddafi had a 40-year record of appalling human rights violations, his 
abuses did not include large-scale attacks on Libyan civilians. We restored full diplomatic 
relations with Qaddafi in 2007 and he was a key partner in counter-terrorism efforts. 


LIFG and affiliated jihadis received at least 18 shipments of arms from Qatar with the 
blessing of the U.S., the Wall Street Journal reports. The arms shipments were funneled 
through none other than All al-Sallabi, the Qatar cleric who brokered their release from 
prison. 


The Islamists were able to pay for the weapons because Clinton had convinced Obama to 
grant full diplomatic recognition to the rebels, against the advice of State Department 
lawyers and the Secretary of Defense. 


As the Washington Post reported, this move “allowed the Libyans access to billions of 
dollars from Qaddafi’s frozen accounts.’ 


These arms shipments are significant for several reasons. It led to the indictment of 
American arms dealer Marc Turi who was charged with selling weapons to Islamist 
militants in Libya through Qatar. The charges were dropped this week after Turi threatened 
to reveal emails showing Clinton had approved the sales. 





Here's where it gets very sticky for Secretary Clinton. The rebel leaders were on the State 
Department's Foreign Terrorist Organization list. It is a direct violation of the law to provide 
material support for terrorist organizations under 18 U.S. Code 2339A & 23398, Penalties 
for providing or attempting to provide material support to terrorism include imprisonment 
from 15 years to life. 


Nor is the Qatar connection insignificant. Qatar has donated anywhere from $1 to $5 
million to the Clinton Foundation, and emails reveal members of the Qatari royal family 
were privileged with back channel meetings with Secretary Clinton at the State 
Department. While whipping up support for the Libya military campaign, Clinton told Arab 
leaders, ‘it's important to me personally,’ the Washington Post reported. 


Hillary Clinton's prosecution of foreign policy in Libya crossed several lines: she showed 
extremely bad judgment by ignoring military and intelligence officials, she let personal 
interests conflict with U.S. foreign policy and, most importantly, she may have broken the 


law — again. 


“By ignoring military and intelligence officials, she let personal interests 
conflict with U.S. foreign policy.” Michael Flynn 1s perfectly describing the 
war between white hats in the military and the corrupt political 
establishment. Flynn was one of those intelligence officials ignored by 
Hillary Clinton due to her own personal interests. The above article was 
written using no classified information. Imagine what else Flynn knew from 


his time as Director of the DIA with access to the highest level of classified 
information within our military. Michael Flynn represented the biggest 
threat to the political establishment. This was the reason Obama told Trump 
not to hire Michael Flynn which naturally, Trump ignored. 


Obama reportedly told Trump that Flynn was not fit for a high-level role in 
his administration at a November 10 meeting in the Oval Office. Flynn, who 
was an early Trump backer, had been fired as Obama's Defense Intelligence 
Agency head in 2014. Despite that history with Flynn, Trump reportedly 
thought Obama was joking when he told him not to bring Flynn into the 
White House. 
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Of course Trump knew he wasn’t joking. Michael Flynn was exactly who 
Trump wanted and needed to help take down the political establishment 
once and for all. Trump knew it, and so did the political establishment. This 
leads us to the last scandal I’Il be touching on from the Obama 
administration. 


Spygate 


When Donald Trump won the 2016 election, the Obama administration— 
along with the entire political establishment— was shocked and in a panic. 


Their criminal enterprise was at risk of exposure. General Michael Flynn 
was their worst nightmare. They desperately needed Flynn out of the picture 
so they turned to who they always turn to: the MSM, Big tech, and the 
intelligence community. 


Those three groups colluded to create the false story that Flynn was a 
Russian agent. They framed Flynn to get him kicked from Trump’s cabinet 
and then they used that as a springboard to move forward with their fake 
Russia investigation. At the time, it was considered by many to be the 
greatest political crime in American history. In my opinion, it has only been 
surpassed by the theft of the 2020 election. On a broader scale, however, the 
election theft was perpetrated to cover up for the Russia hoax (along with 
the rest of their crimes) so maybe we can consider this whole series of 
events as one long continuous political crime; “the silent war.” 


Brian Cates is second to none when it comes to all things Spygate. It was 
one of his articles that first got me interested in politics. I urge you to read 
all of his work, but here is his latest piece, which I believe provides an 
excellent reminder as to what is coming: 


A lot of people don't seem to grasp how problematic it would be for a 
president or an attorney general to be caught red-handed interfering with a 
special counsel's office investigating what were widely alleged to be serious 
and historical abuses of federal law enforcement and surveillance powers in 
the targeting of a political campaign during a presidential election. 


The fact is—and it appears many have kind of forgotten about it at this point 
and need to be reminded—the Department of Justice’s own Inspector 
General Michael Horowitz released a damning report back in December 
2019 (pdf) that overwhelmingly demonstrated that a federal surveillance 
warrant of a former Trump campaign adviser was granted through 
deliberate fraud committed against the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court (FISC) by the FBI's Crossfire Hurricane team and the private political 
operatives they were using as informants. 


Not only that, it subsequently turned out these political operatives working 
as FBI informants were actually paid employees of the other campaign in the 
2016 election—that of presidential candidate Hillary Clinton. 


Now, if that sounds like something that should never have been allowed to 
happen—one campaign feeding the FBI fake allegations against the other to 
get a federal agency to employ its considerable surveillance and law 
enforcement powers to target and politically damage its rival candidate 
before an American presidential election—you'd be exactly right. 


Supposedly, we didn’t have a federal government where this kind of thing 
could even be attempted, much less successfully accomplished. Paid 
operatives should not have been able to become key informants for the FBI 
in a probe aimed at the Trump campaign. Before it was fully exposed, many 
people were confidently asserting that what happened in the Spygate 
scandal was impossible. 


And yet it did happen. 


Every single carefully placed safeguard, federal regulation, and policy that 
should have prevented this scandal from occurring was somehow bypassed 
or subverted. 


Prosecutor John Durham's assigned task was to go in and break down the 
nuts-and-bolts activity of how exactly this entire federal government fiasco 
came about, to determine who did what and who should be held accountable 
for any criminal conduct. 


This scandal is enormous and yes, “Durham is coming.” It looks like 
Durham’s report is being set up to drop around the same time as the Arizona 
forensic audit will be released. Those two reports will have earth shattering 
consequences and will expose the biggest series of political crimes in our 
history. The Durham report will expose the corruption and scandals, and the 
audit report will expose the theft of an election and their cover-up. 


This brings us to the final piece of the “deep state puzzle.” 


The political establishment loves to use the phrase “systemic racism” in an 
attempt to pin all of America’s problems under a label that serves only to 
cause more division and hide the causes of the actual problems. The reality 
is that the far bigger “systemic” problem in our country is that of systemic 
political corruption. 


Joe Biden is the byproduct of the systemic political corruption created and 
carried out by the political establishment. Biden is a lifetime government 
talking head who never actually accomplished anything noteworthy in terms 
of policy while in Congress, but became wildly successful selling his name 
and political clout for personal profit. 


Leading up to the 2020 election, it was discovered that Hunter Biden’s 
laptop appeared to be abandoned at a computer repair store and supposedly 
had copious amounts of information detailing the corrupt business dealings 
of the Biden family. In order to protect Joe Biden’s election chances, the 
propaganda wing of the political establishment buried and censored anybody 
who dared to cover it, calling it “Russian misinformation.” The reality is 
much different. From Business Insider: 


The Daily Mail claimed this week that forensics experts had verified 
the authenticity of messages and images in a laptop containing lurid 
details of Hunter Biden's private life, 


DailyMail.com, the US-focused website run by the British tabloid, 
published a long article on Thursday detailing the laptop's contents. 


The laptop became the subject of intense controversy before the 
November presidential election when the New York Post claimed in 
October that it contained emails harmful to Joe Biden, then the 
Democratic nominee. 


The Post claimed that the materials from the laptop indicated that 
Joe Biden had been compromised by his son's business dealings in 
Ukraine, where he was on the board of the energy firm Burisma. 


Critics said other emails contained evidence of influence-peddling 
by Hunter Biden in China. Neither claim was ever substantiated. 


The story of how the Post and, later, the Daily Mail obtained the 
machine's contents 1s convoluted; it was said to have been 
abandoned in a Delaware computer shop, then handed to allies of 
Donald Trump. 


Amid doubts about the authenticity of the information and briefings 
from US intelligence agencies that it was likely part of a Russian 
disinformation campaign, Facebook and Twitter introduced 
Ieastires to stop the Post's story from being shared on the 





platforms. 


But the Daily Mail said that the laptop was indeed Hunter Biden's 
anid that it had obtained 103,000 text messages, 154,000 emails, and 
more than 2,000 photos from a copy of its hard drive. 


The intelligence community, MSM and big tech have done everything they 
can to provide cover for the Biden family in regards to what is on this 
laptop, but we have to keep in mind who else might have had this 


information. Specifically, who else could have the laptop and be able to act 
upon what is inside? 


The answer is simple. It’s the same people who have been fighting the 
political establishment for years. The same people with terabytes of data 
from Chinese Defector Dong Jingwei. The same people who know Covid 
was a bioweapon. The same people who caught the political establishment 
stealing an election with help from a foreign adversary. The same people 
who are running the devolution operation. 


President Donald Trump and the military. 


The Biden Crime Family 


Biden’s entire “presidency” has been an abject failure. The most relevant 
failure is the situation in Afghanistan because we are watching it play out 
live. There wasn’t a death under President Trump’s watch since February of 
2020. Trump’s policy in the middle east was working. How did Joe Biden 
mess this up so badly? Did Trump play a role? Are Biden’s decisions being 
made based on what’s best for America or what is best for his bank account? 


Let’s find out. 


On September 23, 2020, Senators Ron Johnson and and Chuck Grassley, the 
chairmen of the Senate Homeland Security and Governmental A ffairs 
Committee (HSGAC) and the Senate Finance Committee, respectively, 
released a majority staff report entitled “Hunter Biden, Burisma, and 
Corruption: The Impact on U.S. Government Policy and Related Concerns.” 
There is plenty of corruption in this report and I urge you to take the time to 
read through it yourself, but I’m going to walk through a few things from 
the report related specifically to China in order to show you how I believe 
it’s related to the situation in Afghanistan. 


The first letter wnitten regarding potential conflicts of interest was sent by Charman 
Grassley on Aug. 14, 2019, relating to the Henniges transaction. That was an Obama-era 
Commuttee on Foreign Investment in the United States (CFIUS) approved transaction which 
gave control over Henniges, an American maker of anti-vibration technologies with military 
applications, to a Chinese government-owned aviation company and a China-based investment 
firm with established ties to the communist Chinese government. One of the companies 
involved in the Henniges transaction was a billion-dollar private investment fund called Bohai 
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Partners. Rosemont Seneci ly form | iden, the son of 
then-Vice President Joe Biden, by Chris Heinz, the stepson of former Secretary of State John 
Kerry, and by others.” 


The direct volvement of Hunter Biden and Heinz in the acquisition of Henniges by the 
Chinese government creates a potential conflict of interest. Bo : | 
| inistral ials The Department of State, then under Mr. Kerry's 
leadership, 1s also a CFIUS member and played a direct role in the decision to approve the 
Henniges transaction. The appearance of a potential conflict of interest in this case was 
particularly troubling given Hunter Biden’s history of investing in and collaborating with 
Chinese companies, including at least one that clearly poses significant national security 
concerns. This history with China precedes and follows the 2015 Henniges transaction. This 









The Biden’s knew prior to Joe “winning” the 2020 election, that Hunter’s 
(and therefore Joe’s) foreign business dealings were conflicts of interest. 
Trump and the military knew this as well. On October 13, 2019, Hunter 
committed “not to serve on boards of, or work on behalf of, foreign owned 
companies.” 





NEW YORK — Facing intense scrutiny from President Donald Trump and his Republican allies, 
Hunter Biden announced on Sunday that he will step down from the board of directors of a Chinese- 
backed private equity firm at the end of the month as part of a pledge not to work on behalf of any 


foreign-owned companies should his father win the presidency. 


Biden, the 49-year-old son of Democratic presidential candidate Joe Biden, revealed his plan in an 
internet post written by his attorney, George Mesires, who outlined a defense of the younger 
Biden's work in Ukraine and China, which have emerged as one of Trumps chief lines of attack 


against Hunter's father despite no proof of impropriety. 


“Hunter makes the following commitment: Under a Biden Administration, Hunter will readily 
comply with any and all guidelines or standards a President Biden may issue to address purported 
conflicts of interest, or the appearance of such conflicts, including any restrictions related to 
overseas business interests. In any event, Hunter will agree not to serve on boards of, or work on 


behalf of, foreign owned companies, Mesires wrote. 


He continued: “He will continue to keep his father personally uninvolved in his business affairs, 
while availing himself as necessary and appropriate to the Office of the White House Counsel to 
help inform his application of the Biden Administration's guidelines or standards to his business 
decision-making. 


It shouldn’t surprise you that Hunter did not follow through on his 
commitment. On June 21, 2021, the Washington Examiner reported that 
“Hunter Biden still hasn’t divested from Chinese government-linked 


investment firm.” 


Hunter Biden still appears to hold an ownership stake in a Chinese government-linked 
investment firm despite repeated pledges trom President Joe Biden that his tamily would 
not have any foreign business ties, 


The troubled son of Joe Biden still holds al0%equinystakeunmBohanHanvestiaSt 


(Shanghai) Equity Investment Fund Management Company, according to Chinese 
business records. Hunter Biden has reportedly been under criminal investigation as far 
back as 2018 as federal authorities scrutinize his taxes and potentially his foreign business 
dealings, and the 51-year-old’ tinancial transactions with China might be at the forefront. 
More details in a letter from Chuck Grassley from August 15, 2019: 


For example, in December of 2013, one month after Rosemont Seneca’s merger with Bohai Capital 
to form BHR, Hunter Biden reportedly flew aboard Air Force Two with hus father, then-Vice President 
Biden to China [4] While in China, he helped arrange for Jonathan Li, CEO of Bohai Capital, to “shake 
hands” with Vice-President Biden [5] Afterward, Hunter Biden met with Li for reportedly a “social 
meeting.”[6] After the China trip, BHR’s busmess license was approved [7] In December of 2014, BHR 
also reportedly became an investor in China General Nuclear Power Corp (CGN), a state-owned eneroy 
company involved in building nuclear reactors.[8] In April of 2016, the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) 
charged CGN with conspiracy to unlawtully engage and participate in the production and development of 
special nuclear material outside the United States which could cause “significant damage to our national 
security.”[9] Then, in August of 2015, Gemint Investments Limited, another Chinese-covernment linked 
entity, purchased 75 percent of Rosemont Reality, a sister company ot Rosemont Seneca.[10] Rosemont 


Realty became Gemini Rosemont and it reportedly focused on purchasine American real estate [11] 


In September 2015, BHR joined with a subsidiary of the Aviation Industry Corporation of China 
(AVIC) to acquire Henniges for $600 million. AVIC acquired 51 percent of the company, and BHR 
acquired 49 percent.[12] According to reports, the acquisition of Henniges by BHR and AVIC was the 
“biggest Chinese mvestment into US automotive manufacturing assets to date.”[13] Because the 
acquisition cave Chinese companies direct control of Henniges’ anti-vibration technologies, the transaction 


was reviewed by CFIUS. 








Clearly, this financial dealing could be a threat to the National Security of 
the United States by providing the CCP with the Henniges’ anti-vibration 
tech. Officials from the Pentagon expressed concern over this fact back in 
2011: 

A cyber espionage operation by China seven years ago produced sensitive technology and aircraft secrets that were 
incorporated into the latest version of China's new J-20 stealth fighter jet, according to U.S. officials and private defense 
analysts. 


The Chinese cyber spying against the Lockheed Martin F-3 Lightning |I took place in 2007 under what US. intelligence 
agencies codenamed Operation Byzantine Hades, a large-scale, multi-year cyber program that targeted governments 
and industry, 


Defense officials said the stolen data was obtained by a Chinese military unit called a Technical Reconnaissance Bureau 
in the Chengdu province. The data was then passed to the state-run Aviation Industry Corp. of China (AVIC). 


An AVIC subsidiary, the Chengdu Aircraft Industry Group, used the stolen data in building the J-20, said defense and 
intelligence officials familiar with reports of the illicit tech transfer. 


Pentagon technology security officials in 2011 opposed a joint venture between General Electric and AVIC over concerns 
that U.S. fighter jet technology would be diverted to AVIC’s military aircraft programs. The Obama administration ignored 
the concerns and instead has since promoted the systematic loosening of technology controls on transfers to China, 


BHR plays a larger role to the overall story here. Let’s dig in even further. 
As of August 30, 2021, one of the companies in BHR’s portfolio is 
Contemporary Amperex Technology Co., Limited (CATL). 


BHR (¥ Update information 
Private equity firm focused on mergers & acquisitions ff Remove Profile 


in Last updated: August 30, 2021 








BHR Overview 
Founded Year 2013 
Location Baling (China) 
Portfolio Count 3 
Portfolio 
( j CATL & 9 others 
Didi Redstar Macalline Sinopec CATL Battery 
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CATL is the “‘world’s largest maker of electric vehicle batteries.” 





CATL dominates global production of lithtum iron phosphate batteries, which 
use ron and phosphate rather than expensive metals such as nickel and cobalt. 
These batteries are used by Tesla in its short and medium-range electric cars 


made in Shanghal, some of which are exported to Europe. 


CATL charges ahead 
Amount of GWh battery capacity in newly sold passenger EVs (Q1,2021) 
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CATL is even contracted to supply lithium-ion batteries to Tesla. 
Chinese electric vehicle (EV) battery giant, Contemporary Amperex 


Technology Co (CATL), will start to supply lithium-ion batteries to the 
American EV maker Tesla from January 2022 to December 2025, according to a 


notice released by CATL on Monday. 


CATL announced that in order to further extend and deepen the friendly and 
cooperative relationship with Tesla, the Chinese battery maker and its 


American partner signed a "Production Pricing Agreement" on Friday. 


The final sales shall be subject to the actual settlement of the purchase order 


issued by Tesla, according to CATL. 


The new deal should be a continuation of the agreement signed between the 
two companies in February 2020, under which CATL agreed to supply lithium- 
ion batteries to Tesla, from July 2020 to June 2022. 


Do you notice anything interesting regarding CATL’s share price from the 
past year? 


CATL's rapid rise over the past year 
Share price (Rmb) 
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Starting right around November, their share price has nearly tripled. What 
happened in November? Oh yea, the CCP helped Joe Biden steal an 
election. It isn’t a surprise that the share price of the “world’s largest maker 
of electric vehicle batteries” has skyrocketed since Biden was “elected.” 
Everybody saw this coming due to Biden’s socialist agenda and green 
initiatives. 


Bidens Green Dream: Made In Ching 

After years of planning, China now dominates the world’s production of new generation 
batteries that are used in electric vehicles and most portable consumer electronics such 

as cell phones and laptops. As the demand for electric vehicles grows, It is expected that 
most of them will be built with Chinese batteries, and most of those batteries will be iithium 
lon, which aré also popular for cellphones and laptops because of their high energy per unit 
mass relative to other electrical energy storage systems. ror the foreseeable future, the 
United States will be dependent on Chinese supply chains to produce the batteries that 
power America’s technologies. That will be particularly true if Joe Biden is able to implement 
his ‘clean energy” and climate plans that will transform our energy system, creating an even 


bigger role for batteries. 


In 2019, Chinese chemical companies accounted for 80 percent of the world's total output of 
raw materials for advanced batteries. China controls the processing of pretty much all the 
critical minerals-rare earth, lithiurn, cobalt, and graphite. Of the 136 lithium-ion battery plants 


in the pipeline to 2029, 101 are based in China, hgllangestniahiUfactUneRORelectiawehicle 


Constcin/CATW)sfoUNGEMIAO Melts chairman recently indicated that the company developed 
a power pack that lasts for more than a million miles. 


Recap: 
e BHR was formed when Bohai Capital (a Chinese- 


government-linked firm) merged with Rosemont Seneca 
Partners (company formed by Hunter Biden and Chris 
Heinz (John Kerry’s stepson)). 


e Hunter Biden currently has 10% stake in BHR. 
e CATL is one of the companies in BHR portfolio. 


e CATL is the “world’s largest maker of electric vehicle 
batteries”. 


So how does this relate to Afghanistan? This August 28, 2021 article from 
Forbes provides us with the answer: 


China is already eyeing up Atghanistan’s vast mineral wealth, using 
the excuse of wanting to help rebuild the worn torn country now 


primarily ruled by the Taliban. 


In fact, the American's hadn't even lett Afghanistan before China’s 
diplomats showed up to ‘help,’ states a recent report trom U.S. Global 


Investors. The report explains as follows: 


¢ “Mere hours after the Taliban completed its swift takeover of 
Afghanistan, a Chinese foreign ministry spokesperson said 
that Beijing was ready to participate in ‘Afghanistan's 


reconstruction and development.” 


Who can blame China. There’s a lot of money to be made. 








. By comparison, opium poppy 
production in the country was valued at only $350 million in 2020,” 


the report states. 


Put another way, the mineral resources under the ground in 
Afghanistan could be worth almost 10 times the country’s infamous 


opium crop. 


These minerals include lithium, gold, silver, platinum, iron, copper 
aluminum and uranium. Among those lithiumstandsout'as/a real 





Better still for China, if it gets its way, is that Afghanistan is set to be 
the Saudi Arabia of Afghanistan. In other words, the central Asian 
country is reputedly home to heaps of lithium. Asithe largest car 





You read that correctly. Before the dust even settled over Afghanistan from 
Biden’s botched withdrawal, China was already in talks with the Taliban 
attempting to get their hands on those rare earth elements. 


China poised for bigger role in Afghanistan? 


Only hours after the Taliban overran Afghanistan, a foreign ministry 
spokeswoman said Beijing was ready for ‘friendly cooperation with 


Afchanistan,” 


“On the basis of fully respecting the sovereignty of Afghanistan and the will of 
all factions in the country, China has maintained contact and communication 
with the Afghan Taliban and played a constructive role in promoting the 


political settlement of the Afghan issue,” said spokeswoman Hua Chunying at 





apress conference on Monday, 
According to Hua, the Taliban said “on multiple occasions’ that it “looks 
forward to China's participation in Afghanistan's reconstruction and 


development.” 


“We are ready to continue to develop good-neighborliness and friendly 
cooperation with Afghanistan and play a constructive role in Afghanistan's 


peace and reconstruction, Hua said. 


The Biden family is set to personally benefit from China gaining access to 
Afghanistan’s rare earth elements, and I think the timeline can serve as 
circumstantial evidence. On July 6, 2021, an article was published in the AP 
titled “US left Afghan airfield at night, didn’t tell new commander.” Keep 
the title of that article in mind-- the US left Afghanistan without telling the 
Afghan commander. 


BAGRAM, Afghanistan (AP) — The U.S, left Afghanistan's Bagram Airfield after nearly 20 years by 
shutting off the electricity and slipping away in the night without notifying the base’s new Afghan 
commander, who discovered the Americans’ departure more than two hours after they lett, 


Afghan military officials said. 


Atehanistan’s army showed off the sprawling air base Monday, providing a rare first glimpse of 
what had been the epicenter of America’s war to unseat the Taliban and hunt down the al-Qaida 


perpetrators of the 9/11 attacks on America. 


The U.S. announced Friday it had completely vacated its biggest airfield in the country in advance 


of a final withdrawal the Pentagon says will be completed by the end of August. 


“We (heard) some rumor that the Americans had lett Bagram ... and finally by seven o'clock in the 
morning, we understood that it was confirmed that they had already left Bagram,” Gen, Mir 
Asadullah Kohistani, Bagram’s new commander said. 


So that screenshot above points out that “The U.S. announced Friday that it 
had completely vacated its biggest airfield in the country.” The “Friday” 
they are referring to was on July 2nd, 2021; just 4 days following the 
announcement of the deal between CATL and Tesla which was reported on 
June 28, 2021. 


Chinese firm CATL to supply lithium-ion 
batteries to Tesla 


By Global Times 
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Biden claims he was handcuffed by the deal Trump made with the Taliban 
for leaving Afghanistan, but I would like to offer an alternative theory. It 
looks more and more to me as though once again, Trump set a trap and once 
again, Biden and the Democrats walked right into it. 


Remember, Trump said publicly that he would be leaving Afghanistan, but 


according to Chris Miller from this August 18, 2020 article, Trump never 
actually intended to fully withdraw: 


| always felt it was a huge strategic error by expanding the war. | thought the 
war was for special operations, small footprint, he said at the time. 


By then, Miller Knew that some in the U.S. intelligence community believed the 
war could become smaller once again, and sustainable. 


“We did plenty of wargames on this and we knew what the minimal force 
structure was, he said this week. The number was 800. If this all goes bad, 
what is the minimal force structure needed to maintain [counterterrorism 
strike and reconnaissance capability? We can do it for 800, 850. 


Defense One was able to confirm Millers account of the 800-personnel study 
independently with another former NSC staff member. 


Miller said he understood Trumps May 1 withdrawal deal to be a negotiating 
tactic. 


How much do you think Trump knows in regards to Biden’s corruption 
relating to China? I’m just a regular guy using publicly available 
information and I’ve pieced together a direct connection between Biden’s 
corruption with China and the current Afghanistan situation. Imagine what 
Trump and the most technologically advanced military in the world can 
piece together. They know absolutely everything. 


Remember to think bigger. Trump is always operating 10 steps ahead, and 
Trump knew that if Biden was “president,” China would put pressure on 
him to leave Afghanistan. It’s obvious how much financial benefit was in 
play for both the CCP and the Biden family fortune. Unfettered access to the 
Afghanistan rare earth elements—one of the most lucrative markets in the 
world, can officially be added to list of reasons the CCP aided Biden in 


stealing the election. 


By publicly saying he wanted all troops to withdraw and privately intending 
the opposite, he provided Biden with a “window of opportunity,” maybe 
better described as a “security blanket” of an excuse for his rapid and total 
withdrawal. Even Secretary of Defense Lloyd Austin and Chairman of the 


JCS General Milley reportedly didn’t want to remove all of the United 
States military presence: 


Over two decades of war that spanned four presidents, the 
Pentagon had always managed to fend off the political instincts of 
elected leaders frustrated with the grind of Afghanistan, as 
commanders repeatedly requested more time and more troops. 
Even as the number of American forces in Afghanistan steadily 
decreased to the 2.500 who still remained, Defense Department 
leaders still cobbled together a military effort that managed to 
protect the United States from terrorist attacks even as it failed, 
spectacularly, to defeat the Taliban in a place that has crushed 
foreign occupiers for 2,000 years. 


The current military leadership hoped it, too, could convince a new 
president to maintain at least a modest troop presence, trying to 
talk Mr. Biden into keeping a residual force and setting conditions 


on any withdrawal. But Mi Bidenrefused to be persuaded, 


The two Pentagon leaders stood before Mr. Biden near the same 
Resolute Desk where President George W. Bush reviewed plans in 
2001 to send in elite Special Operations troops to hunt for Osama 
bin Laden only to see him melt over the border into Pakistan. It 
was the same desk where President Barack Obama decided on a 
surge of forces in 2009, followed by a rapid drawdown, only to 
discover that the Afghan military was not able to defend itself 
despite billions of dollars in training. It was there that President 
Donald J. Trump declared that all American troops were coming 
home — but never carried through a plan to do so. 


There would be no conditions put on the withdrawal, Mr. Biden told 
the men, cutting off the last thread — one that had worked with Mr, 
Trump — and that Mr. Austin and General Milley hoped could 
stave off a full drawdown. 


They were told, Zero meant zero. 


In that moment, the war — which had been debated across four 
presidents, prosecuted with thousands of commando raids, cost 
2.400 American fatalities and 20,000 injured, with progress never 
quite heing made — began its final chapter. It will be over, Mr. 
Biden has promised, by the 20th anniversary of the attacks that 
stunned the world and led to more than 13,000 airstrikes, 


How this last chapter of the American adventure in Afghanistan 
will end is a story that remains to be written. 


Trump expected Biden to take this opportunity to betray America and on 
April 18, 2021, Trump even goaded Biden into fully withdrawing, and doing 
it even quicker: 


Former President Trump said President Bidens decision to witharaw U.S. troops trom 
Afghanistan is ‘a wonderful and positive thing to do, but criticized the timeline ana said the U.S. 





‘should get out earlier. 


Now, Biden is predictably blaming Trump for the disaster that has ensued: 


Biden released a statement on Saturday aiming blame at former President 
Donald Trump’s deal with the Taliban in 2020, which promised reduced forces 


and a prisoner swap. 


Biden said the deal “left the Taliban in the strongest position militarily since 
2001” and lett him with few choices: “Follow through on the deal, with a brief 
extension to get our forces and our allies’ forces out safely, or ramp up our 
presence and send more American troops to fight once again in another 


country’s civil conflict.” 


Why hasn’t Biden sent in more troops to facilitate a safer withdrawal? Why 
is he abandoning Americans there? The only logical explanation is that 
“somebody” is forcing him to do it this way. I’m guessing that “somebody” 
is the CCP and I think Donald Trump and those running the Devolution 
operation are forcing his hand. 


Remember the story from above that Bagram AFB was abandoned in the 
middle of the night without telling the Afghan commander? Why wouldn’t 
they tell him? Bear in mind that it was Trump who signed a deal with the 
Taliban and it is Biden and the political establishment who is backing the 


(corrupt) Afghan government (article from August 16th): 


The fall of the U.S.-backed government in Afghanistan to the Taliban happened faster 


than almost anyone in Washington — or Kabul — could have imagined. 


As of Sunday afternoon, Afghan President Ashraf Gham had fled his nation, the 
Taliban were on the verge of once again running the country, and President Biden 
authorized sending in thousands of additional troops to try and safely extract U.S. 


diplomatic personnel and others out of Kabul. 


If Joe Biden and the United States were supposedly backing the Afghan 
government, why didn’t we tell them we were leaving Bagram? The 
withdrawal has allowed the Taliban to swiftly take over nearly the entire 
country, the same Taliban Trump made a deal with. I don’t want to 
speculate but I can assure you, there is more to the Afghanistan story than 
what we’re being led to believe, and believe Trump set the table for things 
to happen this way. Biden had the opportunity to handle things the right 
way, but instead he completely botched it. 


While I can’t tell you exactly how this is going to play out, I believe things 
are unfolding as Trump suspected they would. He prepared for and expected 
things to play out this way because Trump prepares for all possibilities. His 
goading of Biden alone tells me that this is how he wanted it to happen. 


The political establishment has come to the end of their road. Trump and the 
military are playing them like fiddles at every turn. The final chapter of the 
political establishment has culminated with Joe Biden as a fake “president,” 
red-pilling America with his every move. We are rapidly approaching the 
climax of this war. We are on the precipice of a new era in American 
history. An era inspired by the principles our founding fathers had hoped, 
fought, and died for. 


In a 2020 speech, Trump said: 


“To grow up in America is to live in a land where anything is possible, 
where anyone can rise, and where any dream can come true — all because 
of the immortal principles our nation’s founders inscribed nearly two and a 
half centuries ago. 


We are here today to declare that we will never submit to tyranny. We will 
reclaim our history and our country for citizens of every race, color, 


religion, and creed. 


America’s founding set in motion the unstoppable chain of events that 
abolished slavery, secured civil rights, defeated communism and fascism, 
and built the most fair, equal, and prosperous nation in human history. 


We will save this cherished inheritance for our children, for their children, 
and for every generation to come.” 


When President Trump says this, he truly means it. 
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If you have any questions or would just like to engage in some Devolution 
talk, feel free to email me or join my telegram and ask 

away: https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to Subscribe! 
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Special thank you to A. C. Harmony for her dedication and 
contributions! 
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In Devolution — Part 10, I outlined the larger battle between President 
Trump and the political establishment, including the foundation for the 
battle that we saw building during the Obama administration. In this article, 
Pll be focusing more on the battle that occurred during Trump’s presidency, 
including how the political establishment was even more pervasive 1n their 
election theft than we originally suspected. 


Spygate 


I’m not going to get too deep into the weeds here with Spygate because this 
isn’t my area of expertise. I encourage you to follow Brian Cates and his 
work as he is the authority on all things Spygate. I do want to mention this 
because there has been some recent developments regarding Michael 
Sussmann and it provides some context for what I will be discussing 
throughout this article. On October 3, 2018, John Solomon published an 
article via The Hill discussing the origins of the Trump-Russia collusion 
hoax. 


Congressional investigators have contirmed that a top FBI official met with Democratic Party 
lawyers to talk about allegations of Donald Trump-Russia collusion weeks before the 2016 
election, and before the bureau secured a search warrant targeting Trump's campaign. 


Former FBI general counsel James Baker met during the 2016 season with at least one 
attorney from Perkinisiaié, the Democratic National Committee's private law firm. 


That's theltirmused bythe DNOand HillaryClinton'sicampaign to secretly pay research firm 
Fusion GPS and Christopher Steele, a former British intelligence operative, towompilela 
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hijack the presidential election, 


The dossier, though mostly unverified, was then used by the FBI as the main evidence 
seeking a Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA) warrant targeting the Trump campaign 
in the final days of the campaign. 


The revelation was confirmed both in contemporaneous evidence and testimony secured by 
a joint investigation by Republicans on the House Judiciary and Government Oversight 
committees, my source tells me. 


It means the FBI had good reason to suspect the dossier was connected to the DNC’s main 
law firm and was the product of a Democratic opposition-research effort to defeat Trump — 
yet failed to disclose that information to the FISA court in October 2016, when the bureau 
applied for a FISA warrant to surveil Trump campaign adviser Carter Page. 


This is a bombshell that unequivocally shows themealcollusionwasibetweenithe FBI and 
Donald Trumps opposition — the DNC, Hillary and a Trump-hating British intel officer — to 
hijack the election, rather than some conspiracy between Putin and Trump,” a 
knowledgeable source told me. 


Baker was interviewed by lawmakers behind closed doors on Wednesday. Sources declined 
to divulge much about his testimony, other than to say it contirmed other evidence about 


the contact between the Perkins Coie law firm and the FBI. 


The sources said Baker identified lawyerMichaelSussman, a former DOJ lawyer, as the 
Perkins Coie attorney who reached out to him and said the firm @avethinndocumentsrancha 





connections, 


Information gathered separately by another congressional committee indicate the contact 
occurred in September, the month before the FISA warrant was approved. 


These revelations illustrate anew how much the FBI and Justice Department have withheld 


from the public about their collaborationrandicollusionwithiclearlpartisantelements of the 





The growing body of evidence that the FBI used mostly politically:motivated, unverified 
intelligence from an opponent to justify spying on the GOP nominee's campaign — just 
weeks before Election Day — has prompted a growing number of Republicans to ask 
President Trump to declassity the rest of the FBI's main documents in the Russia collusion 
case, 


On September 15, 2021, the New York Times reported that John Durham 
will ask a grand jury to indict Michael Sussmann on a charge of making a 
false statement to the FBI. Techno Fog provided a great analysis regarding 
the unfolding situation: 


Breaking report from the New York Times (Savage and Goldman, et al.): Special 
Counsel John Durham “will ask a grand jury to indict’ former DNC/Clinton campaign 
lawyer (and Perkins Coie partner) Michael Sussman for giving false statements. The 
false statement charges would relate to a September 19, 2016 meeting FBI lawyer 
James Baker had with Sussman, where Sussmanmrelayed tothe FBhthediseredited 


The New York Times states: 


Mr. Baker, the former F.B.!. lawyer, is said to have told investigators that he recalled 


Mr. Sussmann saying that he was not meeting him on behalf of any client. 


This was contradicted by (1) Sussman’s testimony to Congress; and (2) Sussman’s own 


billing records. Sussman’s lawyers acknowledged “they expected him to be indicted.’ 


More recently, we noted that Fusion GPS has been fighting to keep secret its 
communications about Trump/Alfa Bank secret in a civil suit. Court records we 


reviewed appear to show the degree with which Fusion GPS, Glenn Simpson, and their 


associates went in drafting and promoting the false Alfa Bank/Trump Organization 


story. 





One court document of interest is this August 26, 2016 e-mail from Fusion GPS to 


Michael Sussman. 





That Fusion GPS-Sussman correspondence occurred not long before Sussman met 


with FBI General Counsel James Baker weeks later. 


Sussmann also appears to have provided information to Baker that was separate 


from hacks of the DNC’s computer systems. 





Russian meddling ad by the House intelligence Committee's report on April 
27. 


The e-mails correspond to the dates the Alfa Bank/Trump Organization was getting 
media exposure. One has to wonder what other correspondence Sussman had with 
Fusion GPS, 


So just to make sure we’re clear on what is happening here, Spygate was 
already underway based on the bogus Steele Dossier, & Crossfire Hurricane 
was already started. Michael Sussmann, a former DOJ lawyer, current 
partner at the Perkins Coie law firm and lawyer for the DNC was attempting 
to launch a second parallel investigation of Trump based on the bogus Alfa 
Bank story. Here is a screenshot from his indictment which was released on 
September 16, 2021: 


4. During the meeting, SUSSMANN lied about the capacity in which he was 
providing the allegations to the FBI. Specifically, SUSSMANN stated falsely that he was not 
doing his work on the aforementioned allegations “for any client,” which led the FBI General 
Counsel to understand that SUSSMANN was acting as a good citizen merely passing along 
information, not as a paid advocate or political operative. In fact, and as alleged in further detail 
below, this statement was intentionally false and misleading because, in assembling and conveying 
these allegations, SUSSMANN acted on behalf of specific clients, namely, (UNS Mechnology 


industry executive (“Tech Executive-1") at a U.S. Internet company (“Internet Company-1”). and 





We don’t know for sure who “Tech Executive-1” is or which company 
“Internet Company-1” is, but I would be willing to bet a very small amount 
of money that it’s Shawn Henry and CrowdStrike. Ill be covering both 
Shawn Henry and CrowdStrike as we go on but to further establish the 
connection, here are contracts directly linking Perkins Coie, CrowdStrike 
and the DNC: 


STATEMENT OF WORK 





\. 


CROWDSTRIKE 


This Statement of Work 1 (“SOW”) is entered into by GrowdSwrike ServictsMliie. (“CrowdStrike") and 
Perkins CoM LLP. a limited liability partnership (“Firm”), with its principal place of business at 700 Thirteenth 


Street, NW, Washington, DC, 20005, and the Democratic National Conimitiee (“Firm Client’) (collectively, 
the “Parties”) as of May 2, 2016 (the “SOW Effective Date”) and forms a part of and is subject to the Master 
Services Agreement dated May 2, 2016 (the “Agreement’) by and between: (1) CrowdStrike Services, Inc. and 
(ii) the Firm. 


\ STATEMENT OF WORK V 


CROWDSTRIKE 


This Statement of Work 2 (“SOW”) is entered into by ChiWwdStikenServicesyilac, (“CrowdSinke”) and 
PerkinsCole LLP, a limited liability partnership (‘T'inm"), with its principal place of business at 700 Thirteenth 
Street, NW, Washington, [C, 20005, and the (Firm 
Client”) (collectively, the “Parties") as of May 2, 016 (the ‘SOW Effective Date”) and forms a part of and is 
subject 10 the Master Services Agreement dated May 2, 2016 (the “Agreement”) by and between: (1) 
CrowdStnke Services, Inc. and (11) the Firm. 

Perkins Coie LLP hired CrowdStrike for services needed by the DNC and 


the DCCC. Sussman and his lawfirm, Perkins Coie, were essentially acting 
as the middlemen. 





More from the indictment of Michael Sussman: 





Tech Executive-1 Uses His Access at Multiple Internet Companies to Cot 
Research and Create a “Narrative” Regarding Trump 


21. As alleged in further detail below, in or around the same time period - and in 


furtherance of his efforts with SUSSMANN and Campaign Lawyer-1 to disseminate allegations 


regarding Trump — Tech Executive-1 used his access at multiple organizations to gather and mine 


public and non-public Internet data regarding Trump and his associates, Withithe goal Of creating 


At this point everybody in the “deep state” has gone all in on CREATING 
THE NARRATIVE that Trump is a Russian asset and they trying to throw 
as much crap out there to “see what sticks.” They were fabricating evidence 
of Russian collusion. Let’s look at one more thing from that Techno Fog 


article: 


Questions have long been asked about Sussman’sinvolvemenvinthe potential cover- 
up of the DNC hack in 2016. It was Sussman who brought in CrowdStrike (given his 
close relationship with founder Shawn Henry) to look into the DNC hack. According 


to Politico: 





In late April (2016), the DNC’s IT department noticed some suspicious behavior and 
contacted DNC chief executive officer Amy Dacey, according to a DNC 


othicial. Dacey reached out to DNC lawyer Michael Sussmann, a partner at the 


Perkins Coie law firm and a former federal prosecutor specializing in cybercrimes. 





This CrowdStrike/Perkins Coie links put into perspective this information in the the 


New York Times article, where Durham 


has been pursuing a theory that the 


dubious information to the F.B.1. about Russia and Mr. Trump in an effort to gin up 


investigative activity to hurt his 2016 campaign. 





If that is the case, then we doubt it would be limited to the Alfa Bank allegations. 
Remember: “the Clinton campaign used Perkins Coie to submit dubious 
information to the F.B.I. about Russia and Mr. Trump.” 


Let’s look at the DNC hack more closely. 


DNC Hack 


The supposed hack of the Democratic National Convention servers was yet 
another story used to further the narrative that Russia was actively 


interfering to get Donald Trump elected President in 2016. This July 5, 2019 
article from Real Clear Investigations is long but well worth the read due to 
the context it provides. Here are the most important screenshots: 


THE 
MUELLER 
REPORT 


REPORT ON TH 
INVESTIGATION INTO RUSSIAN 
INTERFERENCE IN TH 
2016 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION 


Special Courses Onc 
UA, DrraeT Mint of Jian 


—=E——Q“=' 
Amazon.com 





Ata May press conference capping his tenure as special 
counsel, Robert Mueller emphasized what he called "the 
central allegation’ of the two-year Russia probe. The 
Russian government, Mueller sternly declared, engaged in 
“multiple, systematic efforts to interfere in our election, 
and that allegation deserves the attention of every 
American.’ Mueller's comments echoed a January 2017 
Intelligence Community Assessment (ICA) asserting with 
"high confidence" that Russia conducted a sweeping 2016 
election influence campaign. "I don't think we've ever 
encountered a more ageressive or direct campaign to 
interfere in our election process," then-Director of 


National Intelligence James Clapper told a Senate hearing. 


While the 448-page Mueller report found no conspiracy between Donald Trump's campaign and 


Russia, it offered voluminous details to support the sweeping conclusion that the Kremlin worked 
to secure Trump's victory. The report claims thatthe interference operation occurred 
Democratic Party documents, and a government-linked troll farm orchestrated a sophisticated 


and far-reaching social media campaign that denigrated Hillary Clinton and promoted Trump. 





But a close examination of the report shows that none of those headline assertions are supported 
by the report's evidence or other publicly available sources. They are further undercut by 


investigative shortcomings and the conflicts of interest of key players involved: 


+ The report uses qualified and vague language to describe key events, indicating that Mueller 





and his investigators donotactt 7 in intelligence offic 
stole Democrati Party emails, or how those emails were transferred to WikiLeaks. 

« The report's timeline of events appears to defy logic. According to its narrative, WikiLeaks 
founder Julian Assange announced the publication of Democratic Party emails not only 
before he received the documents but before he even communicated with the source that 
provided them. 

« There is strong reason to doubt Mueller’s suggestion that an alleged Russian cutout called 
Guccifer 2.0 supplied the stolen emails to Assange. 

« Mueller’s decision not to interview Assange - a central figure who claims Russia was not 
behind the hack - suggests an unwillingness to explore avenues of evidence on 
fundamental questions. 

« US. intelligence officials cannot make definitive conclusions about the hacking of the 
Democratic National Committee computer servers because they did not analyze those 
servers themselves. Instead, they relied on the forensics of CrowdStrike, a private contractor 
for the DNC that was not a neutral party, much as “Russian dossier” compiler Christopher 
Steele, also a DNC contractor, was not a neutral party. This puts two Democrat-hired 
contractors squarely behind underlying allegations in the affair - a key circumstance that 
Mueller ignores. 

¢ Further, the government allowed CrowdStrike and the Democratic Party's legal counsel to 
submit redacted records, meaning Crowdstrike and not the government decided what could 

be revealed or not regarding evidence of hacking. 





John Podesta: A spear-phishing victim, 
the Mueller report says. 
AP Photo/Matt Rourke 
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The Mueller report's narrative of Russian hacking and 
leaking was initially laid out in a July 2018 indictment of 
12 Russian intelligence officers and is detailed further in 
the report. According to Mueller, operatives at Russia's 
main intelligence agency, the GRU, broke into Clinton 
campalen Chairman John Podesta's emails in March 2016. 
The hackers infiltrated Podesta’s account with a common 
factic called spear-phishing, duping him with a phony 
security alert that led him to enter his password. The GRU 
then used stolen Democratic Party credentials to hack into 


the DNC and Democratic Congressional Campaign 


Committee (DCCC) servers beginning in April 2016. Beginning in June 2016, the report claims, 


the GRU created two online personas, "DCLeaks" and "Guccifer 2.0," to begin releasing the stolen 


material. After making contact later that month, Guecifer 2.0 apparently transferred the DNC 


emails to the whistleblowing, anti-secrecy publisher WikiLeaks, which released the first batch on 


July 22 ahead of the Democratic National Convention. 


The report presents this narrative with remarkable specificity: It describes in detail how GRU 


officers installed malware, leased U.S.-based computers, and used cryptocurrencies to carry out 


their hacking operation. The intelligence that caught the GRU hackers 1s portrayed as so invasive 


and precise that it even captured the keystrokes of individual Russian officers, including their use 


of search engines, 


In fact, the report contains crucial gaps in the evidence that might support that authoritative 
account. Here is how it describes the core crime under investigation, the alleged GRU theft of 
DNC emails: 


Between approximately May 25, 2016 and June 1, 2016, GRU officers accessed the DNC’s 
mail server from a GRU-controlled computer leased inside the United States. During 
these connections, Unit 26165 officers appear'to have stolen thousands of emails and 
attachments, which were later released by WikiLeaks in July 2016. | /talies added for 


emphasis.| 


The GRU also stole documents from the DNC network shortly after gaining access. On 
April 22, 2016, the GRU copied files from the DNC network to GRU-controlled computers. Stolen 
documents included the DNC’s opposition research into candidate Trump.’* Between 
approximately May 25, 2016 and June 1, 2016, GRU officers accessed the DNC’s mail server 
from a GRU-controlled computer leased inside the United States.'"> During these connections, 











released by WikiLeaks in Ju 


Mueller Report, March 2019, p. 41. 


% 


y 2016. 


The report's use of that one word, “appear,” undercuts its suggestions that Mueller possesses 
convincing evidence that GRU officers stole "thousands of emails and attachments" from DNC 
servers, It is a departure from the language used in his July 2018 indictment, which contained no 


such qualifier: 






29, Between on or about May 25, 2016 and June 1, 2016, the Conspirators hacked the DNC 
Microsoft Exchange Server and stole thousands of emails from the work accounts of DNC 
employees. During that time, YERMAKOV researched PowerShell commands related to 


accessing and managing the Microsoft Exchange Server. 


Netyksho/GRU Indictment, July 2018, p. UL 


"It's certainly curious as to why this discrepancy exists between the language of Mueller's 
indictment and the extra wigele room inserted into his report a year later," says former FBI 
Special Agent Coleen Rowley. "It may be an example of this and other existing gaps that are 


inherent with the use of circumstantial information. With Mueller's exercise of quite 





fo worry about precision. | would guess, however, that even though NSA may be able to track 


some hacking operations, it would be inherently difficult, if not impossible, to connect specific 


individuals to the computer transfer operations in question.’ 


A Questionable Timeline 


Mueller’s uncertainty over the theft and transfer of Democratic Party emails isn't the only gap in 
his case. Another is his timeline of events - a critical component of any criminal investigation. 
The report's timeline defies logic: According to its account, WikiLeaks founder Julian Assange 
announced the publication of the emails not only before he received the documents, but before 


he even communicated with the source that provided them. 


As the Mueller report confirms, on June 12, 2016, Assange told an interviewer, "We have 
upcoming leaks in relation to Hillary Clinton, which is great.” But Mueller reports that 
"WikiLeaks's First Contact With Guccifer 2.0 and DC Leaks" comes two days after that 


announcement: 





b, WikiLeaks Fist Contact wit Guccifer 2.0 and DCLeaks 


Shortly after the GRU’s first release of stolen documents through deleaks,com in June 


2016, GRU officers also used the DCLeaks pe ikiLeaks about possible 
coordination in the future release of stolen emails. @dcleaks_ sent a direct 
message to @WikiLeaks, noting, “You announce tion Was preparing to publish 


more Hillary's emails, We are ready to support you. We have some sensitive information too, in 


particular, her financial documents. Let’s do it wes What do mm think about or our 


159 
Around the same time, WikiLeaks initiated communications with the GRU or 

















info at the same moment? Thank i 
Guccifer 2.0 shortly after it was used to release documents stolen from the DNC, On 


2016, seven days after Guccifer 2.0’s first releases of stolen DNC documents, WikiLeaks usec 
Twitter's direct message function to contact the Guccifer 2,0 Twitter account and suggest that 
Guccifer 2.0 “[s}end any new material [stolen from the DNC] here for us to review and it will have 
a much higher impact than what you are doing.”"™ 


On July 6, 2016, WikiLeaks again contacted Guccifer 2,0 through Twitter's private 
messaging function, writing, “if you have anything hillary related we want it in the next tweo [sic] 
days prefable [sic] because the DNC is approaching and she will solidify bernie supporters behind 
her after.” The Guccifer 2.0 persona responded, “ok... i see.” WikiLeaks also explained, “we 
think trump has only a 25% chance of winning against hillary .. . so conflict between bernie and 
hillary is interesting,” 


Mueller Report, p. 46. 


If Assange's "First Contact" with DC Leaks came on June 14, and with Guccifer 2.0 on June 22, 
then what was Assange talking about on June 12? It is possible that Assange heard from another 
supposed Russian source before then; but if so, Mueller doesn't know it. Instead the report offers 


the implausible scenario that their first contact came after Assange’s announcement. 


There is another issue with the report's Guccifer 2.0-WikiLeaks timeline. Assange would have 
been announcing the pending release of stolen emails not just before he heard from the source, 
but also before he received the stolen emails. As noted earlier, Mueller suggested that WikiLeaks 
received the stolen material from Guccifer 2.0 "on or around" July 14 - a full month after Assange 


publicly announced that he had them. 


In yet one more significant inconsistency, Mueller asserts that the two Russian outtits running 
the Kremlin-backed operation -- Guceifer 2.0 and DC Leaks - communicated about their covert 


activities over Twitter. Mueller reports that on Sept. 15, 2016: 


The Twitter account@euccifer_2 sent @dcleaks_ a direct message, which is the first 
known contact between the personas. During subsequent communications, the Guccifer 
2.0 persona informed DCLeaks that WikiLeaks was trying to contact DCLeaks and 


arrange for a way to speak through encrypted emails. 


Why would Russian intelligence cutouts running a sophisticated interference campaign 
communicate over an easily monitored social media platform? In one of many such instances 


throughout the report, Mueller shows no curiosity in pursuing this obvious question. 


For his part. Assange has repeatedly claimed that Russia was not his source and that the US. 
government does not know whowas. "The U.S. intelligence community is not aware of when 
WikiLeaks obtained its material or when the sequencing of our material was done or how we 
obtained our material directly,’ Assange sald in January 2017. "WikiLeaks sources in relation to 
the Podesta emails and the DNC leak are not members of any government. They are not state 


partes. They do not ome from the Russian government’ 


Keep that last paragraph in mind as I will touch on this again soon; Assange 
has claimed over and over that Russia was NOT his source. 


No Server Inspection, Reliance on CrowdStrike 


Before he nixed U.S. government contacts with Assange, 
x Comey was implicated in another key investigative lapse - 
YA crowostrike _— en 
the FBI's failure to conduct its own investigation of the 
DNC contractor didnt share servers. N's garvers, which housed the record of alleged 


Crowdstrike.com 
intrusions and malware used to steal information. As 


0 © 6 Comey told Congress in March 2017, he FB) "never got 
direct access to the machines themselves” Instead, he 
explained. the bureau relied on CrowdStrike, a 
the system.’ 


While acknowledging that the FBI would “always prefer to have access hands-on ourselves, if 
that's possible” Comey emphasized his confidence in the information provided by CrowdStrike, 


which he called “a highly respected private company" and "a high-class entity.’ 


CrowdStrike's accuracy is far from a given. Days after 
Comey’s testimony, CrowdStrikewastorcedtowelwactits 
‘ y military hardware. CrowdStrike's error 1s especially 
| relevant because it had a¢eusedthe GRUof using that 
Dmitri Alperoviteh: CrowdSirike co- 
founder and fellow at a Washington same sottware In hacking the DNC. 


think tank hawkish toward Russia. 
Crowdstrike.com 





There is algo reason to question CrowdStrike's 
0 ( 6 impartiality. Its co-founder, Dmitri Alperovitch, is a 
nonresident senior fellow at the Atlantic Council, the 


preeminent Washington think tank that ageressively 


promotes a hawkish posture towards Russia. CrowdStrike exectitive Shawn Henrypwhovledthe 





A few critically important pieces of information from the above screenshot. 
First, there are some interesting connections brought up. The same Shawn 
Henry with a “close relationship” to DNC lawyer and Perkins Coie partner 
Michael Sussman also formerly worked under Mueller. That means the 
same individual who “led the forensics team that ultimately blamed Russia 
for the DNC breach,” previously worked under the individual “in charge” of 
the entire special council looking into Trump’s ties to Russia. This whole 
situation is one big case study on conflict of interest. 


Second, it mentions the retraction CrowdStrike was forced to make 
regarding Ukraine. This article from the Atlantic outlines how in December 
of 2016, CrowdStrike released a report that claimed the same Russian GRU 
that hacked the DNC also hacked into a Ukrainian artillery app, resulting in 
heavy losses for Ukraine in their war against Russian-backed separatists. 
The issue here is that Ukraine’s Ministry of Defense claimed the combat 
losses and hacking never happened: 


WASHINGTON — An influential British think tank and Ukraine's military are 
disputing a report that the U.S. cybersecurity firm CrowdStrike has used to 
buttress its claims of Russian hacking in the presidential election. 


The CrowdStrike report, released in December, asserted that Russians hacked into 
a Ukrainian artillery app, resulting in heavy losses of howitzers in Ukraine's war 
with Russian-backed separatists. 


But the International Institute for Strategic Studies (IISS) told VOA that 
CrowdStnike erroneously used IISS data as proof of the intrusion. IISS disavowed 


any connection to the CrowdStrike report. Ukraine's! Ministry of Detenselalso has 








A CrowdStrike spokesperson told VOA that it stands by its findings, which, they 
say, ‘have been confirmed by others in the cybersecurity community.” 


The challenges to CrowdStrike’s credibility are significant because the firm was 
the first to link last year’s hacks of Democratic Party computers to Russian actors, 
and because CrowdStrike co-founder Dimiti Alperovitch has trumpeted its 
Ukraine report as more evidence of Russian election tampering. 


| 1 | | 1 | i | | 1 | | 


CrowdStrike was forced to revise and retract their claims after Ukraine 
denied it ever happened. CrowdStrike fabricated evidence to CREATE A 
NARRATIVE. Are you seeing a pattern yet? Remember, CrowdStrike 
didn’t allow anybody else to access and review the DNC servers so we are 
forced to rely on only their accounting of what happened. 


Now this is where things get even more interesting. On July 25, 2019, 
President Trump had his infamous call with Ukraine’s President Volodymyr 
Zelenskty; the call that led to his first impeachment trial. One of the most 
overlooked aspects of the call--by the media, at least-- was President 
Trump’s mention of CrowdStrike specifically. The media was far too 
concerned with doing damage control on the Bidens’ image. Here is a link to 
the transcript: 

eeerry The President: I would like you to do us a favor though 
because our country has been through a lot and Ukraine knows a 
lot about it. I would like you to find out what happened with 
this whole situation with Ukraine, I quesa 
you have one of your wealthy people. The server, they say 
Ukraine hag it. There are a lot. of things that went on, the’ 
whole situation. I think you're surrounding yourself with some 
of the same people. I would like to have the Attorney General 
call you or your people and I would like you to get to the 
bottom of it. As you saw yesterday, that whole nonsense ended 
with a very poor performance by a man named Robert Mueller, an 
incompetent performance, but they. say alot of it started with 
WkreiHey Whatever you can do, it's very important that you. do it 
if that's possible. 


Trump did bring up Hunter Biden and Burisma during this phone call and 
that is not insignificant because their corruption plays a major role when you 
look at the “bigger picture”, but he also directly mentioned CrowdStrike, the 
company involved in “uncovering” the DNC hack which helped perpetrate 
the entire narrative that Trump colluded with Russia. The same company 
which, I believe, was responsible for fabricating evidence for the Alfa Bank 
Story. 


Was Trump’s impeachment started because he was asking about the Biden 
family corruption or because he was asking Ukraine to look into 
CrowdStrike? You’ll see why I’m asking this question shortly. 


On May 13, 2020, Real Clear Investigations published another article 
discussing CrowdStrike and the DNC Hack with new bombshell revelations: 


CrowdStrike, the private cyber-security firm that first accused Russia of hacking Democratic 
Party emails and served as a critical source for U.S. intelligence officials in the years-long Trump- 
Russia probe, acknowledged to Congress more than two years ago that it had no concrete 

i hatRussianhackersssto is fromtheD ic/National;Commitiee! 


CrowdStrike President Shawn Henry's admission under 
oath, ina recently declassified December 2017 interview 
before the House Intelligence Committee, raises new 
questions about whether Special Counsel Robert Mueller, 
intelligence officials and Democrats misled the public. The 
allegation that Russia stole Democratic Party emails from 
Hillary Clinton, John Podesta and others and then passed 
them to WikiLeaks helped trigeer the FBI's probe into now 
debunked claims of a conspiracy between the Trump 
campaign and Russia to steal the 2016 election. The 


CrowdStrike admissions were released just two months 





Crowdstrike President Shawn after the Justice Department retreated from its its other 
Henry: "We just don’t have the ) babs 
ocirine.* central claim that Russia meddled in the 2016 election 
Crowdstrike,com 


when it dropped charges against Russian troll farms it 


0 a 6 said had been trying to get Trump elected. 


Henry personally led the remediation and forensics 
analysis of the DNC server after being warned of a breach in late April 2016; his work was paid for 
by the DNC, which refused to turn over its server to the FBI. Asked for the date when alleged 





Russian hackers stole data from the DNC server, k 





Henry said. 


Henry's 2017 testimony that there was no “concrete evidence” that the emails were stolen 
electronically suggests that Mueller may have been misleading in his 2019 final report. The report 
stated that Russian intelligence "appears to have compressed and exfiltrated over 70 gigabytes of 
data’ and agents "appear to have stolen thousands of emails and attachments" from Democratic 
Congressional Campaign Committee and DNC servers, respectively. It also suggests that the DNC 
emails were transferred to a server in Illinois controlled by the Russian intelligence service GRU. 
But in addition to including the qualifier "appear." Mueller's source for the Illinois server claim is 
redacted. That leaves CrowdStrike, to date, as US. intelligence officials’ primary, publicly known 


source for its confident claims about Russian hacking. 


The stolen emails, which were published by Wikileaks - whose founders Julian Assange has long 
denied they came from Russia - were embarrassing to the party because, among other things, 
they showed the DNC had favored Clinton during her 2016 primary battles against Sen. Bernie 
Sanders for the presidential nomination. The DNC eventually issued an apology to Sanders and 
his supporters "for the inexcusable remarks made over email” The DNC hack was separate from 
the FBI's investigation of Clinton's use of a private server while serving as President Obama's 


Secretary of State, 


The disclosure that CrowdStrike found no evidence that alleged Russian hackers exfiltrated any 
data from the DNC server raises a critical question: On what basis, then, did it accuse them of 
stealing the emails? Further, on what basis did Obama administration officials make far more 


So the entire time, CrowdStrike never actually had direct evidence that the 
emails were stolen, and the fact that they never allowed anybody from the 


FBI or NSA to look at the servers is stunning: 

If CrowdStrike's role in the investigation raises a red flag, the potential exclusion of another entity 
raises an equally glaring one. According to former NSA Technical Director Bill Binney, the NSA is 
the only U.S. agency that could conclusively determine the source of the alleged DNC email hacks. 
"It this was really an internet hack, the NSA could easily tell us when the information was taken 
and the route it took after being removed from the [DNC] server" Binney says. But given Mueller's 
qualified language and his repeated use of "in or around’ rather than outlining specific, down-to- 
the-second timestamps - which the NSA could provide -- Binney is skeptical that NSA 
Intelligence was included in the GRU indictment and the report. 


CrowdsStrike’s role in this investigation and the “long leash” afforded to 
them by the FBI raise glaring “concerns’’, to put it in the most mild term 
possible. Who was actually calling the shots in this “investigation” and why 
wasn’t it the FBI? More from RealClear Investigations: 


Redacted CrowdStrike Reports 


While the extent of the FBI's reliance on CrowdStrike 
remains unclear, critical details are beginning to emerge 
via an unlikely source: the legal case of Roger Stone - the 
Trump adviser Mueller indicted for, among other things, 
allegedly lying to Congress about his failed efforts to learn 


about WikiLeaks plans regarding Clinton's emails. 


Lawyers for Stone discovered that CrowdStrike submitted 
Jossie Liu: CrowdStrike did redactions, _ three forensic reports to the FBI that were redacted and in 


ames draft form. When Stone asked to see CrowdStrike's un- 








redacted versions, prosecutors made the explosive 


admission that the USsgovernment doesnot havethem. "The government ... does not possess the 


information the defendant seeks," prosecutor Jessie Liu wrote. This is because, Liu explained, 


At the direction of the DNC and DCCC’s legal counsel, CrowdStrike prepared three drat! 
reports. Copies of these reports were subsequently produced voluntarily to the 
government by counsel forthe DNOandDGGE. At the time of the voluntary production, 
counsel forthe DNC told the government that the redacted material concerned steps 
taken to remediate the attack and to harden the DNC and DCCC systems against future 
attack. According to counsel, no redacted information concerned the attribution of the 


attack to Russian actors. 


In other words, the government allowed CrowdStrike and the Demoeratic Party's legal counsel to 


decide what it could and could not see in reports on Russian hacking, thereby surrendering the 
ability to Independently vet their claims. The government also took CrowdStrike's word that “no 


redacted information concerned the attribution of the attack to Russian actors.” 


A former NSA technical director signed an affidavit during Stone’s case that 
further confuses the origins of the DNC hack: 


According to an affidavit filed for Stone's defense by Binney, the speed transfer rate and the file 
formatting of the DNC data indicate that they Were moved on to a storage device, not hacked over 
the Internet. In a rebuttal, Stone’s prosecutors said that the file information flagged by Binney 
"would be equally consistent with Russia intelligence officers using a thumb drive to transfer 
hacked materials among themselves after the hack took place." In an interview with 
RealClearlnvestigations, Binney could not rule out that possibility. But conversely, the evidence 


laid out by Mueller is so Incomplete and uncertain that Binney’s theory cannot be ruled out either. 


thumb drive was used to transfer the material is an acknowledgment in that direction iON. 


Binney signed a sworn affidavit that he believes that the DNC data was 
“moved on to a storage device, not hacked over the internet.” Here are a few 


key findings from his memorandum: 

‘Key findings indicate that the DNC data was copied onto a storage device at a speed that far exceeds 
an Internet capability for a remote hack. Of equal importance, the forensics show that the copying and 
doctoring were performed on the East coast of the U.S. Thus far, mainstream media have ignored the 





findings of these independent studies." (I 


June 12, 2016: Assange announces WikiLeaks is about to publish “emails related to Hillary 
Clinton.” (Noble & Binney, 2017) 


June 15, 2046: DNC contractor Crowdstrike, (with a dubious professional record and multiple conflicts of 
interest) announces that malware fias been found an the DNC server and claims there is evidence it was 
injected by Russians. (Noble & Binney, 207} 


June 15, 2016: On the same day, “Guocifer 2.0” affirms the DNC statement. claims responsibility for the 
‘nack.” claims to be a WikiLeaks source: and posts a document that the forensics show was synthetically 
tainted with ‘Russian fingerprints.” (Noble & Binney, 2047) 


We do not think that the June 12 & 15 timing was pure coincidence. Rather, it suggests the start of a pre- 
emptive move to associate Russia with anything WikiLeaks might have been about to publish and to 
‘show’ that it came from a Russian hack. (Noble & Binney, 2017) 


The Key Event 


July 5, 2046: In the early evening, Eastern Daylight Time, someone working in the EDT time zone with a 
computer directly connected fo the DNC server or DNC Local Area Network, copied 1,976 MegaBytes of 
data in 87 seconds onto an external storage device. That speed is many times faster than what is 
physically possible with a hack (Noble & Binney. 2017} 


This falls in line with a theory that has been floating around regarding who 
actually gave Julian Assange the data. Many believe it was Seth Rich, a 
former computer-voting specialist from the DNC who was murdered on July 
10, 2016, just 5 days after Binney says the DNC data was downloaded and 
just 5 days before Crowdstrike announced the server was hacked by 
Russians. Here is what Newsweek reported about his Murder: 


At 4:19 a.m., police patrolling nearby responded fo the sound of gunfire in 
Bloomingdale and found Rich lying mortally wounded at a dark 
intersection a block and a half from a red-brick row house he shared with 
friends. He had multiple gunshot wounds in his back. About an hour and 
4() minutes later, he died at a local hospital. Police have declined fo say 
whether he was able to describe his assailants. 

The cops suspected Rich was a victim of an attempted robbery, one of 
many that plague the neighborhood. Strangely, however, they found his 
wallet, credit cards and cellphone on his body. The band of his wristwatch 


was torn but not broken. 


The reason I think it’s important to bring this up is Assange has publicly 
referenced Seth’s murder through Twitter: 


fy WikiLeaks @ y 


@wikileaks 


ANNOUNCE: WikiLeaks has decided to issue a US$20k 
reward for information leading to conviction for the 
murder of DNC staffer Seth Rich. 


10:58 AM - Aug 9, 2016 @) 


© 77K © 583 (fh, Share this Tweet 


( Tweet your reply | 


As well as this short interview clip from August 9, 2016: 





The last piece of information I’d like to share here, and perhaps the most 
relevant considering the recent movement we’re seeing from John Durham, 
relates to who provided a copy of Seth Rich’s DNC laptop to the FBI as part 
of the murder investigation. 


It was the same law firm that employed Michael Sussmann and who had 
brought in CrowdStrike while representing the DNC. None other than 
Perkins Coie: 


Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2018 10:24 AM 

Ta: LAA 

Ce: ISR 

Subject: Seth Rich work laptop né -i, -d 
bre -1, -d 
BD =3 

Rush bTE =6 


n May 20171_________ with Perkins Coie provided San Franasco FB! with a copy of Seth Rich's DNC laptop. 
The Fl submasseon document says the laptop was g-ven to the FBI voluntanly so | am assuming that there 5 no 
Search Warrant for the laptop 


San Francisco provided 





Thank you, 


Let’s do a recap before moving on: 


e Michael Sussman is a former DOJ lawyer and former (as 
of 09/16/21) partner at Perkins Coie 


e Perkins Coie was the law firm representing the Hillary 
Clinton campaign and the DNC 


e Perkins Coie paid Fusion GPS to create the narrative that 
Trump was colluding with Russia 


e Separately, Michael Sussman, used “Tech Executive-1” 
from “Internet Company-1”,, which I believe are Shawn 
Henry and Crowdstrike, to create narrative regarding 
Trump’s ties to Russia through the Alfa Bank story 


e Michael Sussman contracted CrowdStrike with the DNC 
for their cyber services for the DNC Hack 


e CrowdStrike used very shaky evidence to claim Russia 
hacked the DNC emails, again creating narrative of 
Trump’s ties to Russia 


e A former NSA technical director studied the “hack” and 
claimed the DNC data was downloaded to a thumb drive 


e Multiple data points including Assange himself lead to a 
deeper story behind what happened with Seth Rich 


CrowdsStrike played an integral role in creating the narrative that Trump had 
ties to Russia. I believe they also played an integral role in a few more 
recent events as well. 
Oe “owe eeeeeeeeeeeeoeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeoswswmw, 


Subscribe for free or for $10 per month so you never 
miss out on any of my content! 


_ as | 
The 2020 Election 

I don’t need to once again go over the fact that Donald Trump won the 
election. We will see proof of that in due time. Instead, I’Il go over some of 
the more technical details of the voting machines and security measures that 


were in place for the 2020 election as they pertain to CrowdStrike, the 
company heavily involved in the Spygate scandal. 


After digging around on CrowdStrike’s website, I stumbled across 
something interesting from their blog. On July 30, 2020, Shawn Henry (yes 
the same one we’ ve already talked about) published a blog post titled 
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‘Securing Elections Globally: How CrowdStrike is Helping.” Here is the 
first paragraph: 


As aglobal leader in protecting elections, we want to explain our perspective on election security issues and 
share some resources with the elections community. Free and fair elections are the cornerstone of 
democracies everywhere, and globally they have come under increasing threat by foreign adversaries who 
seek fo manipulate or undermine their processes or outcomes. We believe that those in a position to 
contribute to election security have a responsibility to do so, and in that spirit, we're excited to launch anew 
website dedicated to providing expertise, advice and support. 


This is the first time I have heard that CrowdStrike is a “global leader in 
protecting elections.” The blog continues to discuss their “History of 
Defeating Adversaries” and “The current Threat Landscape” but towards the 
end it gets to the really good stuff: 


Recommendations and Resources 


Beyond planning to face the challenges posed by these threats, we encourage everyone to keepin mind a 
few additional items. First, we should take a broad view of what constitutes the elections ecosystem. Those 
engaged directly in election administration understand the context, sensitivity and importance of their work. 
But those who support such organizations, or people who otherwise play a key role in the successful 
execution of elections, may not consider themselves targets or take the necessary steps fo ensure security. 
People in roles within industries as diverse as television, general IT services and shipping, for example, may 
ultimately play a part in successful elections. 


Even before the COVID-19 crisis introduced a variety of new and complex challenges to election logistics, if 
has been essential to maintain strong security best practices. It's even more important now, and the best 
thing that those throughout the elections ecosystem can do is use a risk-informed approach to defense. 


itis absolutely essential to maintain the technical capability to detect an adversary and expel them from the 
network before they can accomplish actions on objectives. Speed is key. We recommend organizations 
implement the “1-10-60 Rule" — detect adversary activity in your environment within one minute, investigate it 
within 10 minutes, and isolate the threat or eject the adversary within 60 minutes. 


And finally, everyone throughout the extended elections ecosystem should familiarize themselves with other 


can help them plan for success. To that end, welre"announcing today thellaunchofthe: 


resources that 





Welvelparineved with'and programs WerelSupporling, and shares helpful videos, talks and assets produced 


by others making positive contributions in this space. 


Clicking on the “Cybersecurity & Election Security Resource Center” link 
brings you to the following page: 


\GROWDSTRIKE Products v Services »  WhyCrowdStrike? v Partners v Company v Resources v 


AVGICIIEDS 1D UIC TDL OLE, Leal VW VIVNUOLING Vall litip. 


PECUMMENDED PROGRAM 


ESSENTIAL RESOURCES FOR ELECTIONS 
ADMINISTRATION ENTITIES 


Consult the Election Toolkit assembled by the Global Cyber Alliance, See resources available to the Centérforintemet Security's Election 








Learn More > 





Learn More > 


The above screenshot shows that CrowdStrike has partnered with the Center 
for Internet Security’s (CIS) Election Infrastructure Information Sharing and 
Analysis Center (EI-ISAC). 


What is the Center for Internet Security? 


About us 


The Center for Internet Security, Inc. (CIS®) makes the connected world a 
safer place for people, businesses, and governments through our core 
competencies of collaboration and innovation. 


We are a community-driven nonprofit, responsible for the CIS Controls® 
and CIS Benchmarks , globally recognized best practices for securing IT 


systems and data. We lead a global community of IT professionals to 
continuously evolve these standards and provide products and services to 
proactively safeguard against emerging threats. Our CIS Hardened Images® 
provide secure, on-demand, scalable computing environments in the cloud. 


CIS is home to the Multi-State Information Sharing and Analysis Center® 


(MS-ISAC®), the trusted resource for cyber threat prevention, protection, 
response, and recovery for U.S. State, Local, Tribal, and Territorial 
government entities, and the Elections Infrastructure Information Sharing 


and Analysis Center® (EI-ISAC®), which supports the rapidly changing 
cybersecurity needs of U.S. elections offices. 


What is the EI-ISAC? 


When you click the “Learn About EI-ISAC Election Security Initiatives” 
section it takes you to the EI-ISAC page on the CIS website: 


<. Elections 
M Infrastructure 
ISAC’ 


The Elections Infrastructure Information Sharing and Analysis Center™ (EI-ISAC®) was @Stablishied toyathe 
EISsGCGito support the cybersecurity needs of the elections subsector. Through the El-ISAC, election 
agencies will gain access to an lect | 
sintelligenceyproducts, incident response and remediation, threat and vulnerability monitoring, cybersecurity 


Elections Security Tools & Resources 


CIS and the Elections Infrastructure Information Sharing and Analysis Center (EI-ISAC) provide many 
resources to support the cybersecurity needs of the election community. These resources include guidance 
on security best practices developed by a global community of cybersecurity experts, that are tailored for 
the unique nature of election security, 


In Devolution - Part 5 we discussed how the EISCC changed their name to 
the EIS-GCC. Here 1s a refresher: 


So because the EISCC operates under the framework of CIPAC and is exempt from 
Public Law 92-463 (exempt from oversight), they are classified as “Special Government 
Employees” and they have been certified that their “services outweighs the potential 


for a conflict of interest created by the financial interest involved.” 


This means our government knows there is a “potential for a conflict of interest 
created by the financial interest involved” for members of the EISCC because the 
“official responsible for the employee's appointment” has to certify it. They know 
there is a conflict of interest for members of the EISCC yet they allow it to operate 


without oversight. 


Why is this so important? Scroll down and check out the member affiliations of the 
Election Infrastructure Subsector Coordinating Council's 2020 Charter. Try not to shit 


your pants. 


1. Member Affiliations 


Members of the EISCC include entities (companies, organizations, or components thereof) whose 
services, systems, products or technology are used by (or on behalf of) State or Local government 
in administering the U.S. election process. 


Such entities should have demonstrable working relationships with federal, state, or local election 
officials, which may include verifiable registration/accreditation with the U.S, Election Assistance 
Commission, and/or relevant contractual relationships with SLTT government election offices. 
Entities whose primary assets are elections-related may be considered for membership. 


Each Member representative shall serve until the end of thelr tenure with their appointing entity, 
of until the entity self-reports a change in its representation. 


The Members of the EISCC can remove a member on two thirds vote of the full membership. 


Organizing Members of the EISCC indude: 
Associated Press (AP) Elections PCC Technology Inc. 
BPro, Inc. Pro V&V 
Clear Ballot Group Runbeck Election Services 
Crosscheck SCYTL 
Democracy Live 511 Compliance 
Democracy Works Smartmatic 
Demtech Voting Solutions Tenex Software Solutions 
Dominion Voting Systems Unisyn Voting Solutions 
ELECTEC Election Services Inc. VOTEC 
Election Systems & Software Votem 
Electronic Registration Information Center VR Systems 
Everyone Counts 
Hart InterGivic 


MicroVote General Com. 


Dominion Voting Systems and Smartmatic were two of the members of the EISCC 
which “advises and assists” our government with election security by “coordinating 
with the DHS to develop, recommend, and review sector-wide plans, procedures, and 
effective practices in support of infrastructure protection, including training, 
education, and implementation’. They were also making “recommendations to 
appropriate authorities to mitigate impediments to effective critical infrastructure 


security . Read again the EISCC Mission and Purpose. 


The mission of the Council is to advance the physical security, cyber security, and emergency 
breparedness of the nation’s election infrastructure, in accordance with existing US. law, This 





ail, as set forth in Presidential Policy Directive/PPD-21 and related 





authorities. 


Our Government knew there was a conflict of interest because they had to sign a 
waiver certifying they knew. Yet, the members of the EISCC who were the very 
companies used for basically every aspect of the 2020 election (machines, ballot 
printing, etc.) were also in charge of the “physical security, cyber security, and 
emergency preparedness of the nation’s election infrastructure and they HAD NO 


OVERSIGHT. 


I’m sure other companies here could be flagged, but Dominion and Smartmatic are my 
focus because they have been in the spotlight of the 2020 election fraud. If you haven't 
yet, read this article from the Epoch Times showing A History of Foreign Ties Behind 


Voting Machines Used in US. 


This revelation sheds new light on this statement from CISA which was released on 
November 12, 2020. Dominion Voting Systems and Smartmatic, the very companies 
accused of committing fraud in this election, were part of the election infrastructure 
joint statement claiming “the November 3rd election was the most secure in American 


history.” 


On November 30th, 2020, the Department of Homeland Security renewed the charter 
again for two more years and with that renewal came the straw that broke the election 


fraud’s back. If you go back to the main Election Intrastructure Subsector: Charters 


and Membership landing page and click on the link tor the 2021 version of the charter 


which was released in February, you ll notice something different. 


They changed the name from “Election Infrastructure Subsector Coordinating 
Gouneil (EIS'GCG). |t now reads that “EIS GCC membership is composed of 
government agencies and organizations representing government officials that own, 
operate, or administer subsector physical or cyber assets, systems, and processes or 


have responsibility tor supporting security and resilience of those assets, systems, and 





processes. 
February 2021 
Election Infrastructure Subsector 
Government Coordinating Council 
Charter 
Article | - Official Designation 


The official designation of this Council is the “Election Infrastructure Subsector Government 
Coordinating Council,” hereinafter referred to as the “EIS GCC" or the “Council.” 


No mention of Dominion or Smartmatic. No mention of the private sector companies 
from 2020 at all. 


Can you say cover-up? Where is congress asking questions about this? 


So the EI-ISAC was CREATED by the EIS-GCC to “support the 
cybersecurity needs of the elections subsector.” The same council that 
Dominion Voting Systems was a member of, created the EI-ISAC. 
CrowdStrike PARTNERED with and provides resources to the EI-ISAC. 
Allow me to show you exactly which resources they provide. 


On the primary home page for the EI-ISAC you can click on the “Learn 
More” button: 


Elections Security Tools & Resources 


CIS and the Elections Infrastructure Information Sharing and Analysis Center (EI-ISAC) provide many 
resources to support the cybersecurity needs of the election community. These resources include guidance 
on security best practices developed by a global community of cybersecurity experts, that are tailored for 
the unique nature of election security, 


Learn More -.: 
Which brings you here: 


actions Security Tools & Resources 


(Sand the Elections Infrastructure normation Sharing an Ana Centr ESA] provide many resources to support the beset neds oth 
election community, Te resources below induce gvcance n secunty best paces develope by global communty of ybersecunty evpet that ar 
lalored forthe unique nature of election secur 


Tools & Training 


Technical Resources 


Partner Resources 





Then here: 


v Technical Resources 


Technical resources to help elections officials harden their systems and data from cyber threats. 





Monthly Advisory Summary 


Summary of critical vulnerabilities identified in the previous month, along with recommendations for how executives should coordinate 
patching with their IT staff. 





~) For more information, contact elections@cisecurity.org or soc@cisecurity.org 


Weekly Top Attacking IPs and Domains 


Weekly reports are provided highlighting malicious IPs and domains the El-ISAC has identified through monitoring during the past seven 
days, 





~}) For more information, contact elections@cisecurity.org or soc@cisecurity.org 


A Anomali 


yang Anomali is the ISAC's STIX/TAXII offering that includes two tools for analyzing and sharing indicators, STAXX and Threatstream. STAXX is a 
7 free tool that can subscribe to and publish STIX/TAXII feeds. El-ISAC members also receive access to Anomali Threatstream, which is an 
advanced platform for threat information sharing, research and analysis, 


~) For more information, contact elections@cisecurity.org or soc@cisecurity.org 


Security Primers 
Short documents to help bring elections officials up-to-speed on various cybersecurity threats such as ransomware. 







~>} View Security Primers 


CIs SecureSuite Membership 


CIS SecureSuite Membership gives organizations around the world access to a collection of integrated cybersecurity resources such as CIS- 
CAT Pro Assessor, remediation content, and CIS-CAT Pro Dashboard. All of these tools help users evaluate and apply secure configuration 


settings to laptops, servers, network devices, and more, GIS'SecUreSUite Memberships freeforUiSISLMorganizations, 


~} Enroll in CIS SecureSuite Membership 








So members of the EI-ISAC who are U.S. SLTT organizations get access to 
the CIS SecureSuite Membership for FREE. 


CIS SecureSuite Membership FREE for U.S. 
SLTTs: What You Need to Know 


Starting this year, CIS is making CIS SecureSuite Membership free to state, local, tribal, and territorial (SLTT) governments in the United 
States. Examples of SLTTs include: 


¢ Public universities and schools 

¢ Local law enforcement agencies 

¢ State government offices 

¢ Local governments (cities and counties) 
¢ Public airports, authorities, and utilities 





CIS SecureSuite Membership gives organizations around the world access to a collection of integrated cybersecurity resources such as CIS- 
CAT Pro Assessor, Build Kits, and CIS-CAT Pro Dashboard. All of these tools help users evaluate and apply secure configuration settings to 
laptops, servers, network devices, and more. In this blog post, we'll show you how to access these tools and make the most of your 
membership. 


Before you continue, you need to see how many United States SLTT 
organizations are partnered with the CIS through the EJ-ISAC. CLICK ON 
THIS LINK and just scroll a little to see how massive this list is. I didn’t 
take the time to count the total number of entities on that list, but I did do a 
word search for “elections” which resulted in 938 matches. 


The one I would like to focus on from that list 1s the Lancaster County 
Elections Commission from Nebraska: 


Nebraska - Hayes County Clerk 
Nebraska - Holt County Clerk 
Nebraska - Howard County Clerk 
Nebraska - Johnson County Clerk 
Nebraska - Keith County Clerk 
Nebraska - Kimball County Clerk 





Nebraska - Logan County Clerk 

Nebraska - Madison County Clerk 

Nebraska - Merrick County Clerk 

Nebraska - Nance County Clerk 

Nebraska - Nuckolls County Clerk 

Nebraska - Office of the Secretary of State Subsensor 


Nebraska - Pawnee County Clerk 
I’m putting my focus here because I found a rather interesting document: 


MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN THE CENTER FOR INTERNET SECURITY 
AND 
LANCASTER COUNTY, NEBRASKA FOR 


(Federally Funded Services] 


This MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (“Agreement”) by and between the Center for 
Internet Security, Inc. (*CIS’), operating in its capacity as the Multi-State Information 
Sharing and Analysis Center (MS-ISAC) and the 

hari , located at 31 Tech Valley Drive, East 
Greenbush, NY 12061-4134, and Lancaster County, Nebraska (Entity| with its 
principal place of business at: 555 §, 10% St., Lincoln, Nebraska 68508, for EDR 
Services, as defined herein below (CIS and Entity collectively referred to as the 
Parties’). 


* Tnits role as the MS-ISAC and the EMISAC, 


(SLTT) and state and local elections entities; and 







+ CIS operates a twenty-four hours a day, seven days per week (24/7) Security 
Operations Center (SOC); and 


a 1 = 
Ly 
Services to certain SLTT entities. 


B, EDR Services: EDR Services is comprised of the following: 


1. Deployment and maintenance of an EDR software agent on Entity’s identified 
endpoint devices, which will (a) block malicious activity at a device level if agreed to 
by the Entity; (b) remotely isolate compromised systems after coordination with the 


Entity; (c) identify threats on premise, in the cloud, or on remote systems; (d) inspect 
network traffic in a decrypted state on the endpoint for the limited purpose of 
identifying malicious activity; and (e) identify and remediate malware infections. 


2. Centralized management of EDR data to allow system administration, event 
analysis and reporting by CIS SOC. Additionally, Entity will be able to interact with 
its own EDR data through the management system. 


Title 


The EDR Services include use of software that is licenséd’'t0 CIS by a third party 
provider, Crowdstrike, Inc. (*Crowdstrike’) All title and ownership rights of the 


software shall remain with Crowdstrike, 


The Customer shall own all nght, title and interest in its data that is provided to 
CIS pursuant to this Agreement. Customer hereby grants CIS a non-exclusive, 
non-transferable license to access and use such data to the extent necessary to 
provide EDR Services under this Agreement. 


I]. Third Party Provider Terms and Conditions 
Entity acknowledges and agrees that as part of providing EDR Services, CIS has 
contracted with the third party provider, CrowdStrike. Entity further acknowledges 


and agrees that in return for receipt of EDR Services, 





A. Access & Use Rights. Subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, Entity 
has a non-exclusive, non-transferable, non-sublicensable license to access and use 
the Products in accordance with any applicable Documentation solely for Entity’s 
Internal Use, |The Prodict inclidés a downloadable object-code component 


(‘Software Component’); Entity may install and run multiple copies of the Software 
Components solely for Entity’s Internal Use. Entity’s access and use is limited to the 


quantity and the period of time specified in this Agreement. 


By now you see where I am going with this. Our federal government has 
contracted the Center for Internet Security (CIS) to provide cybersecurity for 
hundreds, if not thousands, of U.S. SLTT organizations. The CIS uses 
CrowdsStrike to provide that cybersecurity. 


The same Crowd<Strike with ties to the Obama administration. 


The same CrowdStrike who lied and covered up the DNC hack that was one 
of launching pads for the Trump-Russia narrative. 


The same CrowdStrike which, I believe, fabricated the data behind the Alfa 
Bank story. 


CrowdStrike’s cybersecurity product includes “a downloadable object-code 
component (‘Software Component’).” This means that any state or local 
government who used the CIS to provide cybersecurity, allowed 
CrowdStrike’s software to be downloaded directly into their machines and 
systems. 


Maybe it’s just me, but I would think that if a bad actor (like China) wanted 
to hack our entire election system, gaining access to it through a few entities 
like Perkins Coie and CrowdStrike might be the perfect way to do it. 


Despite a laundry list of conflicts of interest on behalf of both entities, our 
nation is being told, repeatedly, to simply ignore those conflicts and “trust” 
that nothing nefarious occurred in the 2020 election-- when CrowdStrike 
themselves had direct access to voting machines throughout the country. 


This leads me to the final thing I would like to discuss. 


The Solarwinds Hack 


Let’s look at the timeline: 


SolarWinds hack timeline (last updated 
March 28, 2021) 


December 8, 2020 How ihe discovery began — FireEye, a prominent 
cybersecurity firm, announced they were a victim to a nation-state attack. 
The security team reported their Red Team toolkit, containing applications 


used by ethical hackers in penetration tests, was stolen. 


December 13, 2020 Initia’ detection — FireEye discovered a supply chain 
attack while it was investigating the nation-state attack on its own Red 
Team toolkit. The researchers stumbled across evidence that attackers 
entered a backdoor in the SolarWinds software “trojanizing SolarWinds 
Orion business software updates to distribute malware.” FireEye dubbed it 
“SUNBURST.” 





December 13 SolarWinds begins notifying customers, including a post on its Iwitter 
account, “SolarWinds asks all customers to upgrade immediately to Orion Platform 
version 2020.2.1 HF 1 to address a security vulnerability.” 


December 14 SolarWinds files an SEC Form 6-K report, stating in part that the 
company “has been made aware of a cyberattack that inserted a vulnerability within 
its Orion monitoring products" 


On this date and next, the company issued {wo "hotfix" security patches to address 
the vulnerability. 


December 15, 2020 Victims named and timeline moves back — Wall 
street Journal reported that the U.S. Commerce and Treasury 
Departments, the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), the National 
Institutes of Health, and the State Department were all affected. Various 
security officials and vendors expressed serious dismay that the attack was 
more widespread and began much earlier than expected. The initial attack 
date wasinowpeggedto sometime in March'2020, which meant the attack 


had been underway for months before its detection. 





More technical details also began to emerge, illustrating how well the 
malicious activity was covered and why it was hard to detect. 


December 17, 2020: New victims revealed — The Energy Department 
(DOE) and National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA), which 
maintains the U.S. nuclear weapons stockpile, were publicly named as 


victims of the attack. 


December 19, 2020: 200 more viciims listed — Recorded Future, a 
cybersecurity firm, identified an additional list of government agencies and 
companies around the world that had also been attacked, but did not 


publicly reveal their identities. 


Using Twitter for his first comments on the attack, then-U.S. President 
nae, hot Russia, was the source, 


and also described the hack as a hoax. U 
Pompeo and other senior members of the administration disputed these 








claims the same day, stating that "we can say pretty clearly that it was the 
Russians that engaged in this activity." 


Before we continue I’d like to comment on this last paragraph. Here is what 
Trump tweeted: 


In a pair of tweets on Saturday, the president addressed the hack, which had been 
uncovered by the Department of Homeland Security's Cybersecurity and Infrastructure 
Security Agency (CISA), as previously reported. His silence on the matter had been widely 


noted. 


In his tweets, Trump seemed to downplay the severity of the attack, writing, “The Cyber 
Hack is far greater in the Fake News Media than in actuality. | have been fully briefed and 


everything Is well under control.” 


.lscussing the possibility that ittmayiberGhina (it 
may!). There could also have been ahitionvour 

ridiculous voting machines during the election, which 
is now obvious that | won big, making It an even more 
corrupted embarrassment for the USA. @DNI Ratcliffe 
@SecPompeo 


— Donald J. Trump (@realDonaldTrump) December 
19, 2020 


In an interview Friday with CNN, Secretary of State MikesPompeossaid)") thinkit'sithercase 


This isn’t the first time that President Trump has said one thing only to later 
be contradicted by Mike Pompeo: 


Asked if he had seen anything giving him a high degree of contidence that the Wuhan Institute of 


Virology was the source of the outbreak, the president replied, "Yes, I have." 
He refused to give details. 
However, Secretary of State Mike Pompeo indicated he hadn't seen definitive evidence. 


"We don't know precisely where it began," he said. "We don't know if it came from the Wuhan 
Institute of Virology. We don't know if it emanated from the wet market or yet some other place. We 
don't know those answers." 


Was Trump telling the truth about the virus originating from the Wuhan 
Institute of Virology? Was he also telling the truth about China and the 
SolarWinds hack? Did it have something to do with the election? 


Back to the timeline: 


December 31, 2020: Microsoft says the Russian attackers breached some 
of its source code — The software giant said that the attackers could not 
modify code, products, or email and they did not use Microsoft goods to 
attack other victims. By this point, the attacks are largely thought to “have 
begun as far back as October 2019...when hackers breached the Texas 
company SolarWinds.” 


January 5, 2021: Joint statement by FBI, CISA, ODNI, and NSA released 
— The Federal Bureau of Investigations (FBI), CISA, The office of the 
National Director of Intelligence (ODNI), and the National Security Agency 
(NSA), jointly released a statement on the formation of the Cyber Unified 
Coordination Group, which “indicates that an advanced persistent threat 
(APT) actor, likely Russian in origin, is responsible for most or all of the 
recently discovered, ongoing cyber compromises of both government and 
non-governmental networks. At this time, we believe this was, and 
continues to be, an intelligence gathering effort.” 


January 6, 2021: CISA issues supplemental guidance — CISA’s 








supplemental guidance required US government agencies that ran affected 
versions of SolarWinds Orion conduct forensic analysis; those that accept 
the risk of running the software comply with certain hardening 
requirements, and new reporting requirements by agency from department- 
level ClOs. The deadlines for the agency ClO reports were Tuesday, 
January 19, and Monday, January 25, 2021. 


January 27, 2021: ClSA releases a report on Supernova, the malware 








‘that was deployed using a vulnerability in the Orion Platform, and after the 
Orion Platform had been installed.” 


January 29, 2021: SolarVWinds issues an advisory for both Sunburst and 
Supernova. 


February 19, 2021: Biden Administration declares intent to punish Russia 
for SolarWinds attack — Jake Sullivan, national security advisor, told 
CNN's Christiane Amanpour that President Joe Biden's administration 
would look at a “broad range of responses’ after an investigation to further 
pinpoint the identities of the attackers. 


February 23, 2021: First Congressional hearing — Microsoft and FireEye 





testified before the Senate Intelligence Committee on the SolarWinds 
attacks. A transcript and a video of the hearing is available on C-Span. 
Microsoft President Brad Smith said its "researchers believed at least 1,000 
very skilled, very capable engineers worked on the SolarWinds hack. This 
is the largest and most sophisticated sort of operation that we have seen,” 
Smith told senators. All defended their own actions before and after the 
attacks, and all fingers pointed at Russia as the attacker. 


February 26, 2021: Seconda Congressional hearing — The U.S. House 
Committee on Oversight and Reform and the House Committee on 
Homeland Security held a joint hearing “examining recent cybersecurity 
incidents affecting government and private sector networks, including the 
supply chain attack targeting SolarWinds Orion Software and other 
cyberattacks. On December 17, the Committees launched an investigation 
into the cyberattacks. On December 18, the Unified Coordination Group 
provided a classified Member briefing by telephone about the attacks.” 


February 24, 2021: SolarWinds issues a FAQ: Security Advisory. This 
advisory offered further guidance to SolarWinds customers on how to tell if 





they were affected, what steps to take, and answers to related questions. 


March 13, 2021: A Public Affairs spokesperson in the National Press Office 
of the FBI answered “no comment’ to CSOonline.com’s questions on the 
current status of the SolarWinds attacks, stating that “the investigation Is 


ongoing.” 


compromised — The Associated Press reported that the SolarWinds 
hackers "gained access to email accounts belonging to the Trump 
administrations head of the Department of Homeland Security and 
members of the department's cybersecurity staff whose jobs included 
hunting threats from foreign countries." 


May 29, 2021: Microsoft reports a new wave of attacks by the Russia- 





affiliated Nobelium gang now linked to the SolarWinds hack. This round 
was launched by “gaining access to the Constant Contact account of 
USAID," the US Agency for International Development. Using this access, 
the attack involved phishing emails with a link that leads to insertion of a 
Malicious file and a backdoor that can be used for data theft. 


One of the most interesting comments I’ve found regarding the SolarWinds 
hack comes from Mike Wiacek, the CEO and founder of cybersecurity 
startup Stairwell and also the founder of Google’s Threat Analysis Group: 


"A sophisticated adversary developed new techniques to compromise 
FireEye only to steal code that mimicked known attackers. Nothing there 
makes sense," he said. "Its like Jeff Bezos or Elon Musk robbing a bank at 
gunpoint—it's almost comical to imagine it happening. This is pure 
opinion/speculation on my part, but it seems like a waste of capability to 
develop novel techniques and steal tools that imitate known attackers. Part 
of (me) Wonders if they Went'for’somethingielse, but it's impossible to say 
and odds are, FireEye doesnt even know yet. Similar to a museum heist— 
where someone breaks in to steal the Mona Lisa but they maybe grab 
something from the gift shop on the way out—the first thing you'll notice 
missing is from the gift shop, right when you walk in." 


Although it’s speculation, the paragraph above is eye-opening. What might 
be the “something else” this group was after? It does appear that during the 


hack, they attempted to get something from Crowdstrike: 


DEC 24, 2020 | CYBERSCOOP 


During the course of investigating the SolarWinds breach, CrowdStrike 
says Microsoft uncovered an attempt from unidentified hackers tovead 


emails linked with the company. 


The hackers failed in their attempt to breach CrowdStrike, Chief 
Technology Officer Michael Sentonas said in a blog post Wednesday. 
Microsoft researchers first found the attempt, Sentonas said. 


Microsoft told CrowdStrike that “severalumonthsvago,’ the Microsoft 
Azure account of a Microsoft reseller was making “abnormal calls” to 
Microsoft cloud application programming interfaces (APIs). The 
account managed Microsoft Office licenses for CrowdStrike. 


The attackers tried to access emails, but, “as part of our secure IT 
architecture, CrowdStrike does not use Office 365 email,” Sentonas 
sald. 


“We have conducted an extensive review of our production and 
internal environments and found no impact,” Sentonas said. 
“CrowdStrike conducted a thorough review into not only our Azure 
environment, but all of our infrastructure for the indicators shared by 
Microsoft." 


It was unclear if the suspected Russian hackers behind SolarWinds 
breach, which has compromised FireEye, Microsoft and U.S. 
government agencies, have also targeted CrowdStrike. 


Why would somebody want access to CrowdStrike’s emails? Something is 
happening here that we don’t yet know the full scope of. One thing we know 
for sure is that this DID impact the election through the Dominion Voting 
Systems machines. Here is an archived link to Dominion’s web client portal 
from December 14, 2020: 





DOMINION 
VOTING 


y 


User: 


Password 


Language 
English 


ii Remember me 





The hack that started sometime in March of 2020 but wasn’t discovered 
until December of 2020 allowed hackers access to Dominion Voting 
Systems and therefore also to CrowdStrike who had software on hundreds, if 
not thousands, of Dominion machines. 


I’m not a huge fan of speculation so you’ll have to forgive me because I’m 
about to ask some speculative questions. What if the Solarwinds hack wasn’t 
a foreign adversary or some random hacking group? What if “the most 
sophisticated hack ever seen” was actually done by CYBERCOM and our 
military and this is how they caught the election theft? What if this is how 
they acquired information on CrowdStrike while looking into things...as far 
back as 2016? 


As much as I can’t help but to speculate about what all of this might 
possibly mean, one doesn’t need to indulge in speculation to see a clear 
pattern telling us that something much larger—and more dangerous to the 
DS-- is at play here. The sheer length of the Durham investigation tells us 
definitively that although the media has tried to sweep these events under 


the rug, they have not gone away... quite the opposite, in fact. 


These crimes are back in the spotlight. The political establishment may 
finally see some justice for what they have put Donald Trump through and 
for what they have put us through. Grab your popcorn folks. 
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In my previous articles I have discussed the larger battle ongoing between 
Donald Trump and the political establishment. The “swamp,” the “deep 
state,” whatever you want to call this enemy, we know they are entrenched 
throughout all of our major institutions. They did everything they could to 
prevent Trump from being elected in 2016 and blatantly stole an election in 
2020. 


Just how deep does the Swamp go? I intend to figure that out to the best of 
my abilities. This article is going to be the first of at least two articles solely 
focused on the “deep state” and the tactics they have used throughout 
Trump’s presidency which culminated in the theft of the 2020 election. 
Everything from the Russia hoax to installing Biden as president 1s 
connected. 


The Playbook 


The focus of this article is going to be all about providing the proper context 
that we will need for Devolution - Part 13. It’s incredibly important to 
understand who the political establishment is and their history of 
manipulating the political landscape to their benefit. The 2020 United States 
election wasn’t the first time the political establishment ousted a leader they 
didn’t want or couldn’t control. Having only followed politics since 2018, 


what Ill be covering in this article was new information to me but may not 
be new to those reading. Either way, it’s important to better understand this 
topic before we move forward. 


Let’s talk about “Color Revolutions,” how the political establishment has 
mastered them, and how they used their Color Revolution playbook 
domestically during Trump’s presidency. 


What is the definition & purpose of a Color Revolution? 

Color Revolutions are one of the newest models of State destabilization. Thev allow 
external actors to plead plausible deniability when accused of illegally interfering in the 
domestic affairs of a sovereign state, and their mass mobilization of ‘people power’ 
renders them highly effective in the eves of the global media. Additionally, the 
conglomeration of large numbers of civilians protesting the government also increases 
pressure on that said government and limits its options in effectively dealing with the 
ongoing destabilization All Color Revoliitions closely fallow thesamietemplate, and 
understanding the nature of this applied tactic of destabilization will allow states to 
craft suitable countermeasures against it. 

As we go further, you’ll see exactly what is meant by “state destabilization,” 

but the biggest take away here is knowing all Color Revolutions closely 


follow the same template. We will be closely examining that template 
shortly, but first we need to discuss the ideology behind Color Revolutions. 


Ideology is the central focus of any change within the world, and it is the guiding idea 
that motivates all of the other factors affecting a Color Revolution. Without ideology, 
everything that follows is empty and devoid of meaning and purpose. The traditional 
ideology motivating all Color Revolutions is Liberal Democracy, and it seeks to ‘free’ 


Liberal Democracy, in its current post-modern manifestation, is expansionist and 
zegressive. Itfsmot content with altemative ideological and value systems and must 
steamiroll over them inits pursuitot elobal dominance. Besides waging direct war 
against societies resisting its advance (i.e. Serbia, Libya), Liberal Democratic states (the 
West) have learned to pursue other methods of defeating targeted states, These 
methods are less direct that outright war, but no less efficient. Theiideological 
penetration of a society eventually embodies itself in a physical outburst inside the 
State itself, cuided by a segment of the state’s own citizenry. The state (and society as a 
whole) must combat a part of itself that is ‘rising up’ against the status quo, leading to a 
conflict of interest and a social civil war. Depending upon the level of provocation that 


the pro-Liberal Democratic protesters initiate jasiwell’as instances of mismanagement 
bythe state in dealing with this social uprisifig, the social civil war may eventually tum 


violent and briefly resemble an actual civil war. This is especially so if the protesters 
have been armed by forces outside of the country, and if they decide to attack the 
security services tasked with dispersing the Color Revolution’s physical manifestations. 


Some major statements are made in the above screenshot. “It is not content 
with alternative ideological and value systems and must steamroll over 
them in its pursuit of global dominance.” Doesn’t that sound exactly like 
what the democratic party has been doing to conservatives for years? 


“The state (and society as a whole) must combat a part of itself that is 
‘rising up’ against the status quo, leading to a conflict of interest and a 
social civil war.” Think back to the summer of 2020 and all the violent 
protesters. Can you think of any instances of mismanagement by the state in 
dealing with the protests? How many blue state governors did almost 
nothing to shut down the protests? Was it done on purpose to follow the 
Color Revolution playbook? 


Ideology is thus the initiator of all Color Revolutions. It presents an opposite form of 
development for a domestic society, and it motivates sympathetic segments of the 
population to engage in tangible demonstrations to demand change. It will later be 
seen that the vast majority of these active protesters may not even be aware that their 


activities are being orchestrated bya higher powen(NGO;foreigngovemment). Rather, 


most of them, as a result of a heavy-handed information campaign promoting the 
destabilizing ideology, have truly been led to believe that their actions are spontaneous 


and ‘natural’, and that they represent the inevitable ‘progress’ that all areas of the world 
are bound to experience sooner or later. The ideology of the individual over the 


collective (the’social aspectiot Liberal*Democracy) empowers each and every protester 
to feel that they are making a unique and significant impact in bringing about this 
change, 


Now that we have a basic understanding of what a Color Revolution is, we 
will need to go a bit deeper. Revolver news has put out a series of 3 well- 
researched articles on the topic. Each one is fascinating and worth the full 
read, but I will be breaking down the main points below. 


e EXCLUSIVE - The Curious Case of George Kent: State 
Department's Belarus "Color Revolution" Expert And 


"Never Trump" Impeachment Witness - Revolver 


e Transition Integrity Project: Is this Soros Linked Group 


Plotting a "Color Revolution" Against President Trump? - 
Revolver 


e Meet Norm Eisen: Legal Hatchet Man and Central 
Operative in the "Color Revolution" Against President 
Trump - Revolver 


These articles help outline how our United States government has been 
using color revolutions over the years to implement regime changes without 
having to use an actual military “coup.” Instead, they use street protests, 
disputed elections and a favorable media. 


When you read through these articles, you’Il notice that some familiar 
names start popping up. The people considered to be “Color Revolution 
Experts” are the same people that were involved in trying to take down 
Trump during his Ist impeachment. 


George Kent 


* Deputy Chief of Mission to Ukraine Under Obama 
during the “Orange Revolution’ 


* Witness against Trump during 1** Impeachment 
* Color Revolution Expert 











Victoria Nuland 


* Current Under Secretary of State for Political 
Attairs for Joe Biden 


* Obama's Assistant SoS for European and Eurasian 
Affairs during Orange Revolution 


* Witness against Trump during 1** Impeachment 





Norm Elsen 


* Law school classmate of Barack Obama 


* Obama's Ambassador to Czech Republic and White 
House Special Counsel for Ethics and Government 
Reform 


* Co-counsel against Donald Trump during first 
impeachment 


* Author ofa Color Revolution regime change 
manual titled “The Playbook" 


« Participant in the Transition Integrity Project 








Norm Eisen 1s of particular interest. Here is a small sample of what 
Revolver news had to say. 


As the man who implemented the David Brock blueprint for suing the President into paralysis 
and his allies into bankruptcy, who helped mainstream and amplify the Russia Hoax, who 


drafted 10 articles of impeachment for the Democrats a full month before President Trump 





ever called the Ukraine President in 2018, who personally served as special counsel litigating 
the Ukraine impeachment, who created a template for Internet censorship of world leaders and 
a handbook for mass mobilizing racial justice protesters to overturn democratic election 
results, there is perhaps no man alive with a more decorated resume for plots against 


President Trump. 


Indeed, the story of Norm Elsen = a key architect of nearly every attempt to deleaitimize, 
impeach, censor, sue and remove the democratically elected 45th President of the United 
States = |S a tale that winds through nearly every facet of the color revolution playbook. There 
IS lo purer embodiment of Revolver's thesis that the very same regime change professionals 
who run Color Revolutions on behalf of the US Government in order to undermine or overthrow 
alleged “authoritarian” governments overseas, aré running the very same playbook to overturn 
Trumps 2016 victory and to pre-empt a repeat in 2020. To put it simply, what you see is not 
just the same Color Revolution playbook run against Trump, but the same people using It 
against Trump who have employed it in a professional capacity against targets overseas— 


same people same playbook, 


In Norm Eisen’s case, the “same people same playbook" refrain takes an arrestingly literal turn 
when one realizes that Norm Eisen wrote a classic Color Revolution regime change manual, 
and conveniently titled it “The Playbook." 


Now before we get too far, we need to reflect on something from that last 
screenshot. 


...the very same regime change professionals who run Color 
Revolutions on behalf of the US Government in order to undermine or 
overthrow alleged ‘authoritarian’ governments overseas, are running 
the very same playbook to overturn Trump’s 2016 victory and to pre- 
empt a repeat in 2020. 


I'd like to provide some information to substantiate that statement. Let’s 
look at the “criteria needed for a successful Color Revolution” and compare 
it to Donald Trump’s presidency. 


Derived from cases of color revolution it is found that the order for color revolution to occur or be 
able succeed, there are four criteria which must be satisfied. Firstly, their incumbent leader of the 
regimes must be very unpopular and face the so-called ‘lame-duck syndrome. Secondly, the anti- 
regimes forces are enforced by mass-media and foreign influences. Thirdly, the revolution must 
hot be ideological: it must be for the sake of better national integration, freedom, democracy and 
economic development. Most importantly, the demand for such improvement should be massive 
among the population. Lastly, the anti-regime forces should also be motivated by the grievances 
on the corrupted government which Is supported by a foreign state which the people do not 
desire. The anti-fegime forces that happened in post-Soviet countries can only be transformed 


into a successful color revolution if these criteria are fulfilled, 


Let’s break it down. From the above article: 


1. “The incumbent leader of the regimes must be very 
unpopular and face the so-called ‘Lame Duck 
Syndrome.’” 


Even though it was never true, the political establishment started to build 
this narrative before Trump even entered office. 


President-elect Donald Trump will descend on Washington next month, buoyed by 
his upset victory and Republican control of Congress to implement his agenda. 


But he’s facing a major obstacle: Trump will enter the White House as the least- 
popular incoming president in the modern era of public-opinion polling. 


On Election Day, just 38 percent of 
voters had a favorable opinion of Trump, compared to 60 percent who viewed him 
untavorably — unheard of for a presidential-election victor. (Still, Trump won 
about 15 percent of the vote among those who had an unfavorable opinion of him.) 


Trump’s persistent and deep unpopularity - combined with the fact that he lost 
the popular vote to Hillary Clinton by nearly 3 million ballots - means he lacks the 
potent argument that the will of the people are behind his agenda. 


“He's clearly not doing as well as other presidents-elect,” said GOP pollster David 
Winston, a long-time adviser to Republican leaders in both the House and Senate. 
“We've never had a president-elect that had more unfavorables than favorables. 


He’s started in a pretty big hole in terms of favorables.” 


This narrative was created from the get-go and the authors of it never 
relented throughout Trump’s first term. Poll after poll, one fake news story 
after the next, all used to create a narrative that Trump was very unpopular. 
The first criterion “needed for a successful Color Revolution” is met. 


2. “The anti-regime forces are enforced by mass-media 
and foreign influences.” Here is how E-International 
Relations explained tt: 





The second criteria is that the anti-regimes forces are enforced by mass-medlia and foreign 
influences. This and the next paragraph will mainly focus on the Orange revolution: although tt 
will still bring out Some examples from the Rose revolution, to illustrate how foreign influences 
such as NGOs or foreign ambassador and the mass media play an important role in shaping the 
success of color revolution. Starting with the Orange revolution, it is found that civil society 
flourished in the Ukrainian society and also Kyrgyzstan. This provided a good opportunity for 
(lonor support from the United States, European governments, the National Endowment for 
Democracy and private philanthropists such as George Soros. 


In fact, the anti-regime movement in Ukraine was funded and organized by the US government, 
according to The Guardian. They claimed that The Democratic Party's National Democratic 
Institute, the Republic party's International Republican Institute, the US state department and the 
USAid are the main agencies involved in grassroots campaigns launched by the young activists 
in Ukraine as well as the Freedom House NGO and billionaire George Soros's open society 
institute./10) Officially, the US government spent $14 million in organizing and funding the 
operation of anti-regime movements,|1 1) In addition, Freedom House and the Democratic Party's 
NDI helped fund and organize the ‘largest civil regional monitoring effort in Ukraine where they 
sent in 1,000 trained observers and organized exit polls. It is very important in organizing the exit 
polls because they seize the initiative in the propaganda battle with the regime and put the onus 
on the authorities to respond. While in Georgia, the US ambassador during the Rose revolution 
played an important role in coaching Mikheil Saakashvilll in how to bring down Eduard 
shevardnadze. Besides foreign influences, the mass media also plays an important role to further 
stimulate anti-regime forces. During the Orange revolution, despite the government's nearly total 
control of political content on national television they also put pressure on independent media, 
some objective newspapers and local raclio stations continued to function. More over, journalists 
also bristling at government control and censorship, launched strikes and public protests 


(demanding the right to tell voters the truth in the days before the Orange revolution. |12| 


How much money has George Soros pumped into liberal organizations over 
the years? How many lies and fake news stories has the media pushed on us 
during Trump’s first term? The second criterion “needed for a successful 
Color Revolution” is met. 


3. “The revolution must not be ideological; it must be for 
the sake of better national integration, freedom, 
democracy and economic development.” 


How many times did the democrats say that Trump is a “threat to our 
Democracy’? That he was a dictator? That removing him from office was 


needed for the sake of saving America? The third criterion “needed for a 
successful Color Revolution” is met. 


4. “The anti-regime forces should also be motivated by 
the grievances on the corrupted government which is 
supported by a foreign state which the people do not 
desire.” 


The last criterion mentioned in this article |s that the anti-regime forces are also motivated by the 


grevances on the corrupted government which is supported by a foreign state that the people do 


not desire, In this case, the foreign state which people do not desire refers to the Russian 


Federation. From the three color revolutions, we can see that the overthrown leaders such as 
Eduard Shevardnadze, Yanukovych and Akaev are all Russian-supported leaders. 


The Democrats and the media have been trying to paint Donald Trump as a 
Russian agent since before he took office. We’re starting to see more 
evidence come out from Durham’s investigation showing us just how big 
that conspiracy is. It’s all part of the Color Revolution plan that the political 
establishment used against Trump. The fourth criterion “needed for a 
successful Color Revolution” is met. 


Just the TIP 


One of the more interesting and sinister developments that took place in 
2020 was creation of the Transition Integrity Project (TIP). On August 3rd 
of 2020, the Transition Integrity Project released a report titled “Preventing 
a Disrupted Presidential Election and Transition.” This 22 page document 
outlined a series of four “war game” election night scenarios. Here is what 
Revolver news had to say about the Transition Integrity Project. 


SO what is the Transition Integrity Project, and what does it have to do with the Color Revolution 
against Trump? Here is how friendly media outlets represent the Transition Integrity Project and its 


agenda: 


A bipartisan group of about 80 political operatives and academics has been involved in 
discussions about what could happen if President Donald Trump were to lose the November 
election and then contest the results, potentially refusing to leave the White House. 


The Boston Globe first reported on Sunday that the group of Democrats and Republicans (all 
of whom oppose the president) convened an online meeting to hash out scenarios as part of 
what has been called the Transition Integrity Project in June. [Newsweek] 





Of course, what they do not say about this ostensibly “bipartisan” group is that its founder, Rosa 
Brooks, is a long-time close associate of George Soros and his Open Society Foundation. She served 
both as special counsel to the President at George Soros’ Open Society Foundation and as a Board 


Member of the Open Society Foundation. 


In 2006-2007, Brooks was Special Counsel to the President at the Open Society Institute in 
New York. Brooks has also served as a consultant for Human Rights Watch... She currently 
serves on the advisory board of the Open Society Foundation’s US Programs, the advisory 
board of National Security Action and the board of the Harper's Magazine Foundation. 
[Georgetown Law] 


Participants got to choose whether their involvement would be publicly 
disclosed or not so we don’t have a full list, but wikipedia listed of some of 
the participants. Note that Revolver news also reported that Norm Eisen 


participated in the event. 


The Transition Integrity Project was intially organized in late 2019"! by Rosa Brooks, a law professor at Georgetown 


and former Pentagon senior official, and Nils Gilman, a former vice chancellor of the University of Califomia, Berkeley 


and historian at the Beragruen Institute. Other participants in the Transition Integrity Projects exercises included!" 


e Michael Steele—former chair of the Republican National Committee 

e John Podesta—former White House Chief of Staff to former President of the United States, Bill Clinton 
e Jennifer Granholm—former Governor of Michigan 

e Trey Grayson—former Secretary of State of Kentucky 

« Donna Brazile—former Democratic National Committee Acting Chair 

e William Kristol-journalist 

e Edward Luce—ouralist 

e \fax Boot—journalist 

e David Frum—oumalist 


The Transition Integrity Project (TIP) was launched “out of concern that the Trump Administration may Seek to 


manipulate, ignore, undermine or distupt the 2020 presidential election and transition process," 


Remember that they claim that the Transition Integrity Project is “bi- 
partisan.” Back to Revolver News: 


Media outlets such as the National Pulse have drawn attention Rosa Brooks’ Soros connections as 
well as some interesting connections to Democrat Presidential candidate Joe Biden. It is certainly 
Suspicious that the head of a group claiming to be bipartisan, which runs war games that reinforce 
the dangerous new talking point that President Trump won't concede the election, just happens to be 


linked to George Soros and Joe Biden. To top it all off, Never Trump Russiagate fanatics Bill Kristo! 





and David Frum participated in the study as well, In fact, the entire project appears to be a 
collaboration between establishment Democrats and anti-Trump Republicans. Shockingly, when ant- 
Trump Republicans pretended to be him in a simulation, they had him do a bunch of illegal and 


unconstitutional acts! Wow, what an incredibly revealing simulation! 


On the one hand it is tempting to look at this as just another case of Democrat operatives falsely 
representing themselves as bi-partisan and getting away with it due to a compliant media. There is of 
course some truth to this, but in a deeper sense this interpretation misses the plot completely. The 
domestic Color Revolution framework hints at something far more dangerous and sinister. George 
Soros and his Open Society Foundation have played Key roles in the Color Revolutions in Eastern 
Europe, including the famous Orange Revolution and Euromaidan Revolution in the Ukraine, in which 
mass demonstrations and acts of civil disobedience were organized in order to overthrow the target 
regime helmed by Russia-aligned Yanukovich. Setting aside the question of whether the overthrow of 
Yanukovich was justified or in American interests, what is crucial here is the similarity not only in 
method but even in vocabulary. Mass demonstrations are part of the Color Revolution playbook, 
especially when they can incite crackdowns that can then be used as further pretext to escalate 
demonstrations against the target regime. Notice the vocabulary George Soros’ Open Society 


Foundation used to describe the Euromaidan protests: 


In late November 2013, Ukrainians took to the streets in peaceful protest after then-president 
Viktor Yanukovych chose not to sign an agreement that would have integrated the country 
more closely with the European Union... 


The International Renaissance Foundation part of the Open Society family of foundations, 
has supported civil society in Ukraine since 1990. For 25 years, the International Renaissance 
Foundation has worked with civil society organizations defending human rights and justice, 
tackling corruption, supporting Ukrainian minorities including Tatars and Roma, pursuing health 
and education reform, and helping to facilitate Ukraine’s European integration. 


The International Renaissance Foundation played an important role supporting civil society 






during the Euromaidan protests, 
supplied victims of 
violence with medical care; enabled civil society solidarity and organization; supported 
channels like Hromadske TV in independent, live reporting about events on the Maidan; and 
documented cases of torture, beatings, and police and courts abuse, [Open Society 





Foundation] 
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You can support my work by upgrading your free 
subscription to just $10 per month! 
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Here are the four scenarios that were “war-gamed” by the Transition 
Integrity Project: 


1. Game One: Ambiguous. The first game investigated a scenario in which the outcome of the election 
remained unclear from election night and throughout gameplay. The results from three states are in 
contention and ballots are destroyed in one of the states, making it unclear who should have won that 
state. Neither campaign is willing to concede. 


2. Game Two: Clear Biden Victory. Biden wins both the Electoral College and the popular vote. Trump 
alleges fraud and takes steps to benefit himself and his family but ultimately hands the White House 
over to Biden. 


3, Game Three: Clear Trump Win. The third scenario started with an Electoral College victory for President 
Trump (286 to 252), but a popular vote win (52% to 47%) for former Vice President Biden. In this scenario 
Biden refused to concede, convinced the Democratic governors of two states that Trump won to send 
separate slates of electors to the Electoral College, encouraged three states to threaten secession and 
convinced the House of Representatives to refuse to certify the election and declare Biden the victor. 


4, Game Four: Narrow Biden Win. The final scenario explored a narrow Biden win where he leads with less 
than 1% of the popular vote and has a slim lead at 278 electoral votes. The Trump campaign sows chaos 
but Senate Republicans and the joint Chiefs of Staff eventually signal that they accept Biden's win. 
Trump refuses to leave and is removed by the Secret Service. 


In August 2020, TIP released a report outlining its findings and recommendations. The report stated, ‘We 
[...] assess that the [sic] President Trump is likely to contest the result by both legal and extra-legal means, 
in an attempt to hold onto power. Recent events, including the President's own unwillingness to commit to 
abiding by the results of the election, the Attorney General's embrace of the President's groundless 
electoral fraud claims, and the unprecedented deployment of federal agents to put down leftwing protests, 
underscore the extreme lengths to which President Trump may be willing to go in order to stay in 

office." The report's intention was to inspire the necessary changes to ensure a fair election in 2020. "These 
risks can be mitigated; the worst outcomes of the exercises are far from a certainty. The purpose of this 


The following screenshots are how Revolver news broke down and analyzed 
the Transition Integrity Project’s report. Remember, the TIP report was 
released in August of 2020, well before the November 3rd election. 
Compare this to what actually unfolded during the 2020 election. 


Now that we are armed with the Color Revolution framework, and the specific role that electoral 
legitimacy plays in that model, we are in a strong position to evaluate the true agenda behind the 


Transition Integrity Project's “War Game” scenario suggesting that Trump won't concede the election. 





The title of Rosa Brooks's Washington Post piece is suggestive, prompting us to wonder whether it is 
a prediction or a threat: “What's the Worst that Could Happen: The Election Will Likely Spark Violence 


and a Constitutional Crisis:” 


A landslide for Joe Biden resulted in a relatively orderly transfer of power. Every other scenario 
we looked at involved street-level violence and political crisis, 


Translation: vote for Biden, or else, 


Soon, Attorney General William P. Barr opens an investigation into unsubstantiated allegations 
of massive vote-by-mail fraud and ties between Democratic officials and antifa. In Michigan 
and Wisconsin, where Biden has won the official vote and Democratic governors have certified 
slates of pro-Biden electors, the Trump campaign persuades Republican-controlled legislatures 
to send rival pro-Trump slates to Congress for the electoral college vote. 


Translation: despite severe problems with mail in voting, any effort by the Justice Department to 
ensure the integrity of a mass mail-in system will be interpreted in advance as part of an authoritarian 
coup on the part of Trump. In other words, if Trump takes any reasonable measures to prevent the 
Color Revolution coup against him, he will automatically be acting in an authoritarian manner 


justifying said Color Revolution against him. Funny how that works, isn't it? 


In every exercise, both teams sought to mobilize their supporters to take to the streets, Team 
Biden repeatedly called for peaceful protests, while Team Trump encouraged provocateurs 
to incite violence, then used the resulting chaos to justify sending federalized Guard units or 
active-duty military personnel into American cities to “restore order,’ 


Translation: No matter how violent these “peaceful protests” become, any effort by Trump to 
establish authority will be used to confirm the pre-determined conclusion that he is an authoritarian 


and that extraordinary measures must be taken to remove him from office. 


Social media platforms can commit to protecting the democratic process, by rapidly removing 
or correcting false statements spread by foreign or domestic disinformation campaigns and by 
ensuring that their platforms aren't used to incite or plan violence, 


Translation: Social media must be fully censored leading up to the election. Facebook is already doing 


its part, for instance, by aggressively censoring any mention of Kyle Rittenhouse that suggests he 





acted in self-defense (he did). 


When people unite to demand democracy and the rule of law, even repressive regimes can be 
stopped in their tracks. 


Trump's is a “repressive regime’ and therefore extraordinary measures usually reserved for repressive 
regimes overseas-namely, color revolutions-are justified to prevent him from taking office. Note that 
this sentiment was echoed explicitly in a similar “roundtable” discussion on the election done by the 
New York Times a little over a week ago. One of the contributors, Jamelle Boule, spelled it out quite 


explicitly: 


| think the Democratic party and its affiliated institutions and organizations need to be prepping 
basically a defense of ballot counting, sort of a nationwide effort to stop that tampering. | think 
there needs to be plans for protests and demonstrations. This is going to sound very 
hyperbolic, but | think that we have to think of the task of getting Trump out as less of a 
traditional democratic transition and more of something akin to pushing an authoritarian 
regime out. [New York Times] 


One does not “vote out” an authoritarian regime, or they are not authoritarian. Dictatorships are only 
overthrown, and Boule’s statement is an explicit call to do exactly that. The actually-peaceful 
process of voting must be supplemented-or supplanted-with “mostly peaceful protests” if the result 


isn't correct. Which leads us to the next passage from Rosa Brooks: 


Mass mobilization is no guarantee that our democracy will survive — but if things go as badly 
as Our exercises suggest they might, a sustained, nonviolent protest movement may be 
America's best and final hope. 


Translation: Just in case Biden isn’t able to win fair and square, they have introduced a mail-in voting 
system that dramatically increases the likelihood of some type of contested election scenario, If that 
occurs, the outcome of the election will no longer be in the realm of democratic choice, where 
perhaps the forces against Trump have a disadvantage, Instead, the election becomes an issue of 
sustained mass mobilization of demonstrators capitalizing on every opportunity for escalation, a full 
court press by media demonizing every effort by Trump to restore order as authoritarian, and a 


transmission of the electoral process to court battles which disadvantage Trump. 


There is of course one scenario, a very dark one, that remains unexplored. If the Color Revolution 
against Trump frames him as an authoritarian unwilling to leave office, the only alternative is to 
remove him by force. Both Al Gore and Joe Biden have already taken the extremely irresponsible and 
dangerous step of floating a military role in removing Trump should their Color Revolution not turn out 
the way they plan. 


If Trump lost the election but refused to accept the results, Gore said he believes the military 
would intervene. He noted that under the parameters of the Constitution, Trump's last day in 
Office is Jan. 20, 2021. [Fox News] 





So they are setting things up in such a way as to almost ensure that a clear winner will not exist on 
Election Day, and framing any refusal of President Trump to concede as grounds for military removel. 
This final stage of the Color Revolution is something that Rosa Brooks of the Transition Integrity 
Project has entertained for quite some time. The following excerpt is from a piece Rosa Brooks wrote 


shortly after the 2016 election, suggesting a fourth way to remove Trump from office before 2020. 


The fourth possibility is one that until recently | would have said was unthinkable in the United 
States of America: a military coup, or at least a refusal by military leaders to obey certain 


orders. [Foreign Policy) 


And this is how the Color Revolution operation against Trump and by extension against all of his 


supporters evidently concludes—with the possibility of a military coup. 


After 2016, a critical mass of ruling class factions in the national security apparatus, state 
bureaucracies, Big Tech, and media decided that they would never allow the American people to 
meddle in their own elections again. And as a result of this contempt for the will of the people, our 


country is closer to an existential crisis than it has been at any period since the Civil War. 


You can clearly see a picture emerging that the report released by the 
Transition Integrity Project wasn’t just some war gaming by political 
figures. This was right out of the playbook they used to steal the the 2020 
election and they put it out there for the world to see. Why would they do 
that? 


Here is what American Mind had to say: 


$0 why are the Democrats—publicly—talking about the conspiracy? 


Because they know that, for it to succeed, it must not look like a conspiracy. They 
need to plant the idea in the public mind, now, that their unlawful and 
illegitimate removal of President Trump from office will somehow be his fault. 


Never mind the pesky detail that the president would refuse to leave only if he 
were convinced he legitimately won. Remember: Biden should not concede under 


any circumstances. 


This is how the fake-news works, as you might recall from the Russia Hoax. 
The political establishment fabricated evidence of “Russia, Russia, Russia,” 
fed it to their puppets in the fake MSM, and those stories were the seeds 
used to justify further investigation. 


Their planted stories are key in their effort to paint their lies as somehow 
legitimate. 


The second part of the plan is either to produce enough harvested ballots— 
lawfully or not—to tip close states, or else dispute the results in close states and 
insist, no matter what the tally says, that Biden won them. The worst-case scenario 
(for the country, but not for the ruling class) would be results in a handful of 
states that are so ambiguous and hotly disputed that no one can rightly say who 
won. Of course, that will not stop the Democrats from insisting that they won. 


The public preparation for that has also already begun: streams of stories and 
social media posts “explaining” how, while on election might it might look as if 
Trump won, close states will tip to Biden as all the mail-in ballots are “counted.” 


The third piece 1s to get the vast and loud Dem-Lett propaganda machine ready 
for war, That leaked report exhorted Democrats to identify “key influencers in the 
media and among local activists who can affect political perceptions and mobilize 
political action...[who could] establish pre-commitments to playing a constructive 
role in event of a contested election.’ Le., in blaring from every rooftop that 
“Trump lost.’ 


Try to think about this from Donald Trump’s point of view. Trump and his 
team are not stupid. They knew exactly what was coming. The TIP report 
sent a clear message that even if Trump wins the election, the political 
establishment would sow chaos and turmoil for as long as it took until 
Trump was removed from office. 


I’ve said before that Trump had a choice to make leading up to January 


20th, 2021. He could either reveal the fraud and remain in office, or “walk 
away.” What would have happened if Trump made the moves to prevent Joe 
Biden from taking office? The report from the Transition Integrity Project 
gave us the answer. There would have been violence in the streets. With 
tensions as high as they were, we would have had a civil war in our country. 
The exact type of brief civil war where civilians actually die and Trump 
would have been forced to act. This would have placed him squarely in a 
situation where he would undoubtedly be condemned no matter how he 
responded...that’s how color revolutions work. 


Trump really only had one option to save the country from that turmoil; he 
had to walk away in order to save lives. 


When we start really digging into the Transition Integrity Project, it quickly 
becomes apparent that this group 1s just the “TIP” of the iceberg of who has 
been involved in trying to remove Trump from office. As such, it’s 
important to look at who created the TIP and who paid for it. 


The Transition Integrity Project report tells us who the founders are: 


' Rosa Brooks and Nils Gilman launched the Transition Integrity Project in December 2019 to focus on identifying 
and mitigating threats to democracy and admmnistrative continuity in the period between Election Day and Inaugura- 
tion. TIP has received advice and input from dozens of experts representing both major political parties. TIP is di- 


rected by Zoe Hudson. Inquires can be sent to info(@ transitiontegnityproject.org. 





Here is what the National Pulse had to say about the two founders: 


The project, whose ranks include individuals dead-set on removing President Trump from 


office since his inauguration, is founded by Rosa Brooks and Nils Gilman. 


Brooks was an Obama-era Counselor to Under Secretary of Defense for Policy and Special 
Coordinator for Rule of Law and Humanitarian Policy along with a Senior Advisor tO Bill 
Clinton's State Department. She also served as Special Counsel to the President at the 
Open Society Institute and now serves on the advisory board of the foundation, the 


brainchild of progressive mega-donor George Soros. 


Penning a piece entitled “Three Ways to Get Rid of President Trump Before 2020" in 





Foreign Policy just 10 days after his inauguration, Brooks declared “four years seems like a 


long time to wait, and plotted several methods to see the duly-elected president removed. 


She championed impeachment, reveling in weaponizing the seldom-used maneuver 
without any evidence of an actual crime: “If impeachment seems like a fine solution to 
you, the good news is that Congress doesnt need evidence of actual treason or murder to 
move forward with an impeachment: Practically anything can be considered a “high crime 


or misdemeanor. 


Gilman serves as the Vice President of Programs at the Berggruen Institute which hosts 


the Berggruen China Center and has funneled tens of millions of dollars into CCP-run 





universities such as Peking University - merely scratching the surface of the institute's 


CCP overtures. 


The Berggruen Institute's China initiative lists a bevy of Chinese government-run entities 





as partners including the Bejing Academy of Artificial Intelligence, China Institute for 
Innovation and Development Strategy, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Chinese Academy of 
Social Sciences, and Chinese Association of Artificial Intelligence. 





So the TIP already has ties to George Soros and the CCP through the 
project’s co-founders. The National Pulse also reported that the TIP is 
funded by “United to Protect Democracy.” This fact was on the original TIP 
website which was subsequently taken down and relaunched after having 
removed that connection. It will become obvious here shortly as to why they 
didn’t want that connection out there. Thankfully the original site was 
archived. 


The Transition Integrity Project (TIP) was first accurately reported on by The National 
Pulse in early August, after a slew of fawning media articles about a group which 
performed “war games’ to predict what would happen in the case of a disputed election in 


November. 


Thank you for your interest in the Transition Integrity Project. 


General inquiries: Press inquiries: 


info@transitionintegrityproject.otwppress(@newcostrategies.com 





The connection to United to Protect Democracy is massive. The first thing 
to note is the connection between United to Protect Democracy and the 
Protect Democracy Project. From their website: 


What is the Relationship Between the Protect Democracy Project and United to 


Protect Democracy and how can | support them? 


The Protect Democracy Project is a sister organization of United to Protect 
Democracy. You can help protect our democracy by supporting either the Protect 
Democracy P roject or United to Protect Democracy. Colloquially, we refer to both 
Organizations as “Protect Democracy.” 


“Protect Democracy” was founded by Ian Bassin and Justin Florence, both 
former Associate Counsels to President Barrack Obama. 


Co-Founder and Executive Director 


Y  Wianbassin 





lan Bassin is co-founder and Executive Director of Protect Democracy. He 
previously served as Associate White House Counsel, where in addition to 
counseling the President and senior White House staff on administrative 
and constitutional law, his responsibilities included ensuring that White 
House and executive branch ofhcials complied with the laws, rules and 
norms that protect the fundamentally democratic nature of our 
government. His writing on democracy, authoritarianism, and American 
law and politics has appeared in The New York Times, The Washington 
Post, The Los Angeles Times, The Atlantic, Slate, Salon and other 
publications. He received his J.D. from Yale Law School, and a B.A. from 


Wesleyan University. 


Justin Florence 


Co-Founder and Legal Director 





Justin Florence has overseen the organization's W ork to advance its mission, 
including legal, policy, advocacy and communications strategies, as Protect 
Democracy’s Co-Founder and Le gal Director. Justin previously served in 
the Ofhce of the White House Counsel as Special Assistant to the President 
and Associate Counsel to the President; as Senior Counsel on the staff of 
the Senate Judiciary Committee; and in the Supreme Court and Appellate 
practices of two leading national law hirms. Justin Is. a Lecturer in Law at 
Harvard Law School, where he co-teaches the Democracy and Rule of Law 
Clinic. His writings on democracy and rule of law issues have appeared in 
publications including The New York Times, Washington Post, and Los 
Angeles Times. He received his |.D. trom Yale Law School. 


Here is the list of organizations who have given money to “Protect 
Democracy”: 


Organizations that have given 





money to this organization. 


Donor Organizations ® 


Bauman Family Foundation (Non-profit) 
Democracy Fund (Non-profit) 

Grove Foundation (Non-profit) 

Joyce Foundation (Non-profit) 

Rockefeller Brothers Fund (Non-profit) 

San Francisco Foundation (Non-profit) 

Silicon Valley Community Foundation (Non-profit) 
Wellspring Philanthropic Fund (Non-profit) 
William and Flora Hewlett Foundation (Non-profit) 


Each one of these organizations almost exclusively donate to left-leaning 
causes. Let’s look at a few of these organizations more closely. First up, the 


Bauman Family Foundation. 


Bauman Family Foundation 


The Bauman Family Foundation is a foundation that has donated millions of dollars to left-of-center causes 
over the past decade. '! The foundation also has ties to the Democracy Alliance, The foundation's head, 
Patricia Bauman, 1s a Democratic donor who has contributed hundreds of thousands of dollars to 
progressive and Democratic candidates tor office, 0 


The Bauman Family Foundation is a member of two coalitions; the 
Democracy Alliance Conferences and the Funders Committee for Civic 


Participation. 
First, the Democracy Alliance: 


The Democracy Alliance (DA), a collective of wealthy Democratic and lett-progressive individual and 
institutional donors, hosts semi-annual conferences for its members and guests. Described as a “major 
sathering of the institutional lett,” the conferences primarily serve to connect prospective left-leaning donors 
with stmilarly-minded activist groups, and to provide a forum for speakers and panels on important political 
issues, policy, and strategy, tl I past years, conferences have featured some of the most prominent 


activists, leaders, and politicians in the United States, 


Democracy Alliance co-founder George Soros spoke at the conference. 0) Soveral 
prominent Democratic political figures also participated, including Senators Kirsten 
Gillibrand (D-NY) and Elizabeth Warren (D-MA) and then-U.S, Representative Keith 
Ellison (D-MN), {*4 Left-leaning operatives and commentators Van Jones and David Brock 
were featured in sessions, as was controversial left-wing activist Linda Sarsour. 2] Union 
leaders including Mary Kay Henry, John Stocks, and Karen Nussbaum were listed as 
conference participants, and the State's Attorney for Cook County, Illinois, Kim Foxx (D), 


was toasted at an evening gathering. 3] 


Yes, the Democracy Alliance was co-founded by George Soros and the 


above list of names is a “who’s who” of America haters. Now the Funders 
Committee for Civic Participation: 


Today FCCP operates as a netivork of more than 90 I of the left’s most significant funders and advocacy 
groups that have a shared affinity for left-leaning social, economic, and race-based policy advocacy. [22] 


Inside Philanthropy wrote that the group's membership had a truly “liberal bent.” [23] 


FCCP brings lett-of-center funders together in order to build connections among their advocacy and voter 
mobilization operations, 24] tg develop shared strategies among those groups, [25] and to teach about new 


research and advocacy tools, | 


FCCP members include a number of the left’s most prominent financial backers including such as George 
Soros’s Open Society Foundations, the Democracy Alliance liberal donor convening group, and the Aspen 
Institute, !27! The membership also includes a large number of other billion-dollar lett-of-center nonprotits 
including the donor-advised Tides Foundation, the Carnegie Corporation ot New York, Ford Foundation, 
Joyce Foundation, Rocketeller Brothers Fund, Rockefeller Family Fund, W. K. Kellogg Foundation, the JPB 
Foundation, the Wallace H. Coulter Foundation, the Evelyn & Walter Haas Jr. Fund, and the Bauman 
Family Foundation. [28] 


The AFL-CIO and the National Education Association (NEA) labor unions as well as the umion-owned 
Amalgamated Bank are also members of the FCCP. [23] 


FCCP member organizations also include left-wing organizations that conduct left-of-center advocacy 
operations such as the Media Democracy Fund, Movement Resource Project, WIN Minnesota, Women 
Donors Network, and Democracy Fund. 30] 


Another Soros connection. Are you as shocked as I am? (Insert eye roll 
here.) 


Now let’s look at this interesting connection found within the Joyce 
Foundation: 


Joyce Foundation 


The Joyce Foundation is a 50i(c)(3) nonprofit based in Chicago that finances advocacy for gun control, 
environmental causes, and liberal education policy; opposition to right-of-center election reforms; and left- 


of-center nonprofit media outlets, 


Beatrice Joyce Kean established the organization in 1948. Before he was elected President of the United 


States, then-Illinois State Senator Barack Obama was a member of the Joyee Foundation board of directors, 


The Silicon Valley Community Foundation consists of “Big Tech” players 


and those who censored Trump and conservatives during the “Color 
Revolution” that took place during the 2020 election: 


Directors, Employees & Supporters 


Eo Misti Sangani 
“ -ORMER CHIEF PHILANTHROPY OFFICER 


Emmett Carson 
FORMER CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER (2006-2018) 


es Sarah Valencia 
Qi seENIOR VICE PRESIDENT OF FINANCE 


Bert Feuss 
FORMER SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT OF INVESTMENTS 


Paul Velaski 
CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER 


Mari Ellen Loijens 
FORMER CHIEF BUSINESS OFFICER 


Jack Dorsey 
MAIOR DONOR 


Reed Hastings 
MATIOR DONOR 


Mark Zuckerberg 
MAJOR DONOR 


Brian Acton 
MAIMOR DONOR 


Cari Tuna 
DONOR (OPEN PHILANTHROPY PROJECT FUND) 


Dustin Moskovitz 
DONOR (OPEN PHILANTHROPY PROJECT FUND) 





When considering those who founded and paid for the Transition Integrity 
Project, it becomes glaringly obvious that we are witnessing the 2nd 
criterion to a successful Color Revolution: 


“The anti-regime forces are enforced by mass-media and foreign 
influences.” 


Foreign and domestic influences (NGOs) funding a project with the sole 
intention of creating and planting a narrative: that anything other than a 
Biden victory will not be accepted and is therefore not possible. 


We can go even further here and connect “Protect Democracy” to other 
aspects of the 2020 election. You might recall that during the summer of 
2020, the Democrats were going all over the country filing lawsuits in order 
to change election laws to their benefit using the pandemic as a pretext. 
Remember that Marc Elias is at the center of the political establishment’s 
fight to implement a color revolution domestically. He played a major role 
in the Russia Hoax and he is anticipated to be one of the individuals on 
Durham’s unfolding list of indictments. He was also their “go to guy” for 


many of their pre and post election legal battles. 
Why has Marc Elias, the Democratic National Committee’s election 
lawyer, filed more than 50 lawsuits around the country challenging 


state election laws in advance of next month’s presidential election? 


Elias says he’s fighting against “voter suppression.” 

Elias is the force behind an organization called Democracy Docket, which has teamed up with progressive groups 

to file more than 30 lawsuits in the weeks leading up to the November election. 

I didn’t spend the time to dig through all the lawsuits from prior to the 2020 

election, but here is one specific example of a Soros funded group (Priorities 


USA), using Marc Elias as their attorney to change election signature 
matching laws in Michigan: 


Michigan Signature Matching 


Filed: December 29,2019 | Decided: April 21, 2020 


Lawsuit tiled by Priorities USA and an individual voter challenging the 
constitutionality of Michigan’s signature matching laws, which required election 
officials to reject absentee applications and ballots if they determine that the 
signature provided with the applications or ballot does not match the voter's 
signature on file with election authorities. In response to the plaintiffs’ motion for 
a preliminary Injunction, the Secretary of State released updated guidance 


around signature matching standards and cure procedures. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN 
SOUTHERN DIVISION 


. \ and MARISSA 
ACCARDO, 


Plaintiffs, Civil Action No, 3:19-cv-13188- 
RHC-APP 
V. 


JOCELYN BENSON, in her official Hon. Robert Cleland 
capacity as the Michigan Secretary of State, 
Magistrate Anthony A. Patti 


Defendant. 





Resnectfully submitted, 


is! Mare Elias 

Uzoma N. Nkwonta 

Jacki L. Anderson 

K’Shaani Smith 
PERKINS COIE LLP 

700 Thirteenth St., N.W., Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20005-3960 
Telephone: (202) 654-6200 
Facsimile: (202) 654-9959 
melias(@/perkinscole.com 
unkwonta(@)perkinscole.com 
jackianderson(@perkinscoie.com 
kshaanismith(@)perkinscoie.com 


Counsel for the Plaintiffs 


If we fast forward to after Biden’s “inauguration,” we see Elias enter the 
picture again in the fight against forensic audits. The Soros-funded Protect 
Democracy (who funded the Transition Integrity Project) hired Marc Elias 
to challenge the Arizona Forensic Audit. 





So, to prevent ‘this house of cards from falling’ and any election tampering and fraud being exposed, 
the Democratic hit team blew into Arizona, a top Democrat-run nonprofit at the helm, with three law 


firms in tow to shut this thing in Arizona down. 


Mark Eliass favorite hammer is a nonprofit. Low and behold, whom do we find deployed in the threat, 


via an ¢-letter to the AZ Senate’s four chosen audit firms but the “Protect Democracy Project,” a Sot(c 


(3) charity, which is required by law, more so than other types of nonprofits, to remain strictly 


nonpartisan. (This act doesn t look non-partisan.) 


How many other election laws were illegally changed based on lawsuits 
funded by George Soros or other NGOs? 


What Now? 


So how could Trump possibly go about defeating the political establishment 
-- specifically a character like George Soros-- who has been successfully 
influencing United States politics for years while carefully avoiding 
“crossing the line” into prosecutable interference? 


My initial thought process led me to re-examine Executive Order 13848 - 
Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of Foreign Interference in a United 
States Election. I have covered this EO extensively in previous articles, but 
up until this point, I had been looking at this EO specifically at the cyber 
aspect of altering the vote count. For the record, I am still convinced that the 
military has evidence of direct foreign interference in the cyber arena and 
that is all they would need to justify devolution as a continuity of 
government plan. But there is more to EO 13848 and it is worth examining 
if only to serve as a thought experiment. 


Executive Order 13848 of September 12, 2018 


Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of Foreign 
Interference in a United States Election 


By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the 
United States of America, including the International Emergency Economic 
Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) (IEEPA), the National Emergencies Act (50 
U.S.C. 1601 ef seg.) (NEA), section 212(f) of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
of 1052 (8 U.S.C. 1182(f)), and section 301 of title 3, United States Code, 


I, DONALD J. TRUMP, President of the United States of America, find that the 
ability of persons located, in whole or in substantial part, outside the United 
States to interfere in or undermine public confidence in United States elections, 
including through the unauthorized accessing of election and campaign 
infrastructure or the covert distribution of propaganda and disinformation, 
constitutes an unusual and extraordinary threat to the national security and 
foreign policy of the United States. Although there has been no evidence of a 
foreign power altering the outcome or vote tabulation in any United States 
election, foreign powers have historically sought to exploit America’s free and 
open political system. In recent years, the proliferation of digital devices and 
internet-based communications has created significant vulnerabilities and 
magnified the scope and intensity of the threat of foreign interference, as 
illustrated in the 2017 Intelligence Community Assessment. I hereby declare a 


national emergency to deal with this threat. 


EO 13848 mentions interfering or undermining public confidence in United 
States elections through “the covert distribution of propaganda and 
disinformation.” The EO then goes on to give us some important definitions, 
including “foreign interference,” with respect to an election, as well as what 
constitutes a “foreign government.” 


Sec. 8. For the purposes of this order: 


(a) the term “person” means an individual or entity; 


(b) the term “entity” means a 





(c) the term “United States person” means any United States citizen, permanent 
resident alien, entity organized under the laws of the United States or any 
Jurisdiction within the United States (including foreign branches), or any person 


(including a foreign person) in the United States; 


(d) the term “election infrastructure’ means information and communications 
technology and systems used by or on behalt of the Federal Government or a 
State or local government in managing the election process, including voter 
registration databases, voting machines, voting tabulation equipment, and 


equipment for the secure transmission of election results; 


(e) the term “United States election” means any election for Federal ottice held 


on, or after, the date of this order; 


inidetiiiining confidericelin, or altering the result or reported result of, the 
election, or undermining public confidence in election processes or institutions 


() the term “foreign government” means any national, state, provincial, or other 


OF political party, in each case of a country other than the United States; 


(h) the term “covert,” with respect to an action or attempted action, means 
characterized by an intent or apparent intent that the role of a foreign 


government will not be apparent or acknowledged publicly; and 


(i) the term “State” means the several States or any of the territories, 


dependencies, or possessions of the United States. 


Does the Transition Integrity Project report fit the definition of foreign 
interference? I think it could be considered “‘a deceptive action undertaken 
with the purpose or effect of influencing and/or undermining public 
confidence in election processes or institutions” but the foreign aspect is a 


tough one to definitively nail down. Nils Gilman, co-founder of the TIP, has 
ties to the CCP through the Berggruen Institute but is that connection strong 
enough or direct enough? 


(g) the term “foreign government” means any national, state, provincial, or other 
soverming authority, any political party, or any official of any governing authority 
or political party, in each case of a country other than the United States; 


The mentioning of “political party” certainly is interesting. Could George 
Soros and his Open Society fit that definition? Could the lawsuits that 
illegally changed election laws be considered foreign interference? I’m not 
sure it’s possible to legally make those connections but it is definitely 
interesting to ponder. 


Closing 


Clearly, the same people from our own government who have implemented 
color revolutions abroad have also attempted to implement one here, as 
well. 


When you look at Trump’s presidency from a 40,000 ft. view, the massive 
scope of the swamp comes into focus. This is how one begins to see the 
picture of what Trump was up against. 


Every single move made by the political establishment-- from before Trump 
took office up until they stole the presidency for Joe Biden, and the 
subsequent events that have unfolded during Biden’s time in “office”-- have 
all been part of the “playbook.” Everything from Spygate to the Transition 
Integrity Project to current events...they are all clearly connected. 


Devolution is just one aspect of Trump’s plan to save America. Trump knew 
well before taking office how corrupt and entrenched the political 
establishment is. How do you defeat an enemy like that? How do you 
destroy it so it never returns? It’s one thing to “cut the head off’ but how do 
you make sure another doesn’t grow in its place? 


In order to obtain a total victory, you must first arm yourself with the proper 
“weapons” with which to do battle. Personally, I believe Trump has a 


weapon of choice: Executive Order 13818: Blocking the Property of 


Persons Involved in Serious Human Rights Abuse or Corruption. 
Perhaps we’ll see how that weapon is being wielded as we move into the 


Ghislane Maxwell trial. 


Edit: Originally, my intent was to make my next installment of the 
Devolution Series about the implications of the executive order in the above 


paragraph. 


That went out the window when I realized how important it is to make 
people aware of several documents that Trump put in place last year, just as 
he was moving back from the spotlight. These documents have been under 
our noses for almost a year and they spell out exactly what devolution looks 
like under Trump. 


Here’s one of them: 


Executive Order 13961 of December 7, 2020: Governance and Integration 
of Federal Mission Resilience 


Devolution - Part 13 Shadow Government 


Patel Patriot 


Nov 3, 2021 





Find me on Telegram here: https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to 
Subscribe! 
_ eT | 


Special thank you to A. C. Harmony for her dedication and 
contributions! 


Also special thank you to Cat and Monster Biscuit for your 
contributions! 

_ eT | 
My original plan for Devolution - Part 13 was an article to serve as a 
continuation of Devolution - Part 12. I am still working on piecing together 
the aspects of that article but I felt it was necessary to put that work on hold 
and put forth this article instead. 


This article will outline one of Trump’s key executive orders that I truly 
believe spells out that we are no doubt in the middle of some sort of 
Continuity of Government plan that I believe to be a plan of devolution. I 
briefly touched on this executive order in Devolution - Part 3, but it deserves 
its own article and detailed breakdown. 


I’ve said many times throughout my series that we need to start thinking 
bigger. I always thought I was thinking bigger but researching for this article 
led me to the realization I was wrong. I’ve spent a majority of my series 
focused on the Department of Defense and the military, and they still are 
very important to what is unfolding, but devolution is much bigger than just 
the DoD and the military. Just how much bigger? 


Let’s find out. 


The Executive Order 


Governance and Integration of Federal Mission Resilience 


On December 7th, 2020, Donald Trump signed Executive Order 13961: 


Governance and Integration of Federal Mission Resilience (FMR EO). This 
Executive Order was released simultaneously with the Federal Mission 


Resilience Strategy 2020 (Strategy). I believe that by the end of this article, 
you will see that between the FMR EO and the Strategy, the entire 
framework for devolution has been sitting in the federal register for 
everybody to see since December 7th, 2020. 


Allow me to prove it to you: 


Executive Order 13061 of December 7, 2020 


Governance and Integration of Federal Mission 
Resilience 


By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the 


United States of America, including the National Security Act of 1047, as 


amended, I hereby order the following: 


This executive order begins by telling us under what authority Trump has 
issued it. In addition to the Constitution and laws of the United States, the 
National Security Act of 1947 is mentioned specifically. The National 
Security Act of 1947 is found in Chapter 44 of United States Code, Title 50 
- War and National Defense. 
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In the very first paragraph, we are made aware of the context that this EO 1s 
being issued in. Throughout the entire FMR EO, the phrase “natural 
disaster” 1s never mentioned, yet the context of “War and National Defense” 
is immediately clarified. This is very important. The entire basis for this EO 
is discussing continuity of government during war and you will see more 
proof of this as we continue. 


Section 1. Policy. It is the policy of the United States to maintain comprehensive 


and eftective continuity programs that ensure national security and the 


—_— ienshednited — 
defined by PPD-40, regardless of threat or condition, and with the understanding 
that adequate warming may not be available. Agency heads must fully integrate 

preparedness programs, including continuity and risk management, into day-to- 


day operations to ensure the preservation of the NEFs under all conditions. 


Presidential Policy Directive-40 (PPD-40) is a classified directive that was 
issued by Barack Obama. Here is some further background: 


PPD-40, National Continuity Policy, sets forth the policy of the United States to maintain a 
comprehensive and effective continuity capability through Continuity of Operations (COOP), 
Continuity of Government (COG), and Enduring Constitutional Government (ECG) programs 
ensuring the preservation of government structure under the United States Constitution and 
continuing performance of NEFs under all conditions, 


PPD-40 itself is still classified. As such, we have no way of figuring out the 
full specifics within that document, but we are still able to learn a few 
important things about it from documents put forth by FEMA through 


Federal Continuity Directive 1 & Federal Continuity Directive 2. Both were 
created based on what is in PPD-40. 


e Federal Continuity Directive 1 (FCD-1) - Establishes the 
framework, requirements, and processes to support the 
development of executive department and agencies 
continuity programs by specifying and defining elements 
of a continuity plan. 


e Federal Continuity Directive 2 (FCD-2) - This directive 
implements the requirements of FCD-1 and provides 
direction and guidance to all departments and agencies. 


The Federal Continuity Directive create the framework for implementation 
for all continuity programs for the executive branch. FCD-1 even has an 
entire annex dedicated to Devolution: 


ANNEX I: DEVOLUTION 
Devolution 1s the capability to transfer statutory authority and responsibility from an 
organization's primary operating staff and facilities to other designated staff and altemate 


locations to Sustaimessential functions. A continuity plan’s devolution option addresses how an 


organization will identify and transfer organizational command and control, as well as 


responsibility for performung essential flinctions to personnel at a geographically dispersed 


location unaffected by the incident. 


Organizations may activate their DERG as a short-term option while ERG members relocate to 
their altemate location(s). Additionally, organizations may choose to partially devolve by 
transferring responsibilities for select essential functions or devolve to multiple sites by 
transferring responsibilities for particular essential functions to various sites. 

The above annex tells us that the focus of any continuity of government 
operation is to sustain the performance of National Essential Functions. The 


FCDs also define and list exactly what those National Essential Functions 
are: 


NEF: Select functions that are necessary to lead and sustain the Nation during a catastrophic 


emergency and that, therefore, must be supported through COOP, COG, and ECG capabilites. 


Table A-I lists the NEFs, which represent the overarching responsibilities of the Federal 
Government and are the primary focus of Federal Government leadership before, during, and in 
the aftermath of a catastrophic emergency. 


Table A-1. National Essential Functions’ 


NEF 1: Ensuring the continued functioning of our form of government under the United States 
Constitution, including the functioning of the three separate branches of government. 


NEF 2: Providing leadership visible to the Nation and the world and maintaining the trust and 
confidence of the American people. 


NEF 3: Defending the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic, and preventing or 
interdicting attacks against the United States or its people, property, or interest. 


NEF 4: Maintaining and fostering effective relationships with foreign nations. 


NEF 5: Protecting against threats to the homeland and bringing to justice perpetrators of crimes 
or attacks against the United States or its people, property, or interests. 


NEF 6: Providing rapid and effective response to and recovery from the domestic consequences 
of an attack or other incident. 


NEF 7; Protecting and stabilizing the Nation’s economy and ensuring public confidence in its 
financial systems. 


NEF 8: Providing for Federal Government services that address the national health, safety, and 
Welfare needs of the United States. 





So, let’s breakdown what’s already been established just by the end of the 
very first section of the FMR EO: 


e On December 7th, 2020, Trump issued the FMR EO using 
Presidential powers based in the context of War & 
National Defense 


e The Section 1 of the FMR EO explains that it is the policy 
of the United States to perform the NEFs as defined by 
PPD-40, in a continuity environment, regardless of threat 


or condition. 
e The Federal Continuity Directives gave us those NEFs 
Back to the executive order: 
Sec. 2. Federal Mission Resilience Strategy. To achieve this policy, in 


conjunction with this order, I am signing the Federal Mission Resilience Strategy 


(Strategy), which should be implemented to imerease the resilience of the 


executive branch. Implementing the Strategy will reduce the current reliance on 
reactive relocation of personnel and enhance a proactive posture that minimizes 


disruption, distributes risk to the pertormance of NEFs, and maximizes the cost- 
effectiveness of actions that éNsure continuity of operations, continuity of) 


As I mentioned at the beginning of this article, Trump released this 
Executive Order in conjunction with the Federal Mission Resilience 
Strategy (Strategy). I will cover the Strategy in detail in the second part of 
this article but the whole purpose of the Executive Order and the Strategy is 
to “increase the resilience of the executive branch.” To “ensure the 
continuity of operations, continuity of government, and enduring 
constitutional government.” 


This section indicates a clear goal of moving from a reactive posture to a 
proactive posture when it comes to continuity of government and 
maintaining the NEFs. What I find most interesting here is what’s required 
to make such a transition. In order to shift into a proactive posture, you must 
specifically know, or at least strongly suspect, exactly what might be 
coming to cause a disruption. 


I was a baseball player so forgive me for this imperfect metaphor. Hitting a 
baseball is not easy, especially if the pitcher has multiple different pitches to 
choose from (fastball, curveball, slider, etc.) If you don’t know what type of 
pitch is coming your way as a hitter, you are in a reactive posture. You’re 
left guessing. However, if you know your pitchers well enough, you can 
anticipate exactly which balls might be thrown your way, allowing you to 
hit way more home-runs. 


The FMR EO and the Strategy consistently mention trying to get to a 
proactive posture regarding continuity. To me, that means they already have 
a pretty clear idea of what “pitch” is coming their way. Trump and those 
planning the devolution operation knew that the political establishment was 
going to follow through with stealing the election and as we get further 
along, you’ ll see that the FMR EO and Strategy was Trump’s direct 
response. 


Federal Mission Resilience Executive Committee 


Section 3 of the FMR EO established an Executive Committee: 
Sec. 3. Executive Committee. (a) The Federal Mission Resilience Executive 


Committee (Executive Committee) is hereby established. 


(b) The Executive Committee shall be composed of the Secretary of Defense, the 


Secretarv of Homeland Security, the Director of National Intelligence, the 
Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs (APNSA), the Assistant to 
the President and Deputy Chief of Statf for Operations, and the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget) When issues concerning science and 


technology, including communications technology, are on the agenda, the 


Executive Committee also shall include the Director of the! Office of Science and 
Technology Poliey(OSTP). The heads of other agencies, and other senior 


officials, shall be invited to attend meetings as appropriate. 


Let’s look at who each member of the Executive Committee would have 
been at the time of this executive order. This Executive Committee will be 
implementing the Strategy with a goal of ensuring “the continuity of 
operations, continuity of government, and enduring constitutional 
government.” These are the brains behind devolution, and consist of some 
very important names. 


Members of the Executive Committee 


Secretary of Defense: Christopher Miller 
Secretary of Homeland Security: Chad Wolf 
Director of National Intelligence: John Ratcliffe 


Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs (APNSA) - Also 
known as National Security Advisor: Robert O’Brien 


Assistant to the President and Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations: Tony 
Ornato 


Director of the Office of Management and Budget: Russell Vought 


Director of the Office of Science and Technology Policy: Kevin 
Droegemeir - Kevin would only attend when issues concerning science and 
technology, including communications technology are on the agenda. I’m 
including him here because he plays a major role in the execution of the 
FMR EO and therefore plays a major role in devolution. We’ll go over that 
in detail later on. 


Executive Committee Responsibilities 


Here we get to see what the FMR Executive Committee will actually be 
doing and it’s very important to understand this. 


(c) The APNSA, in coordination with the other members of the Executive 
Committee, shall be responsible for convening the committee, as appropriate, to 
coordinate the review, integration, and execution of the Strategy and other 


continuity policy across the executive branch. 
(d) The Executive Committee shall: 


(1) coordinate the development of an implementation plan (Plan) for the 


Strategy and other continuity policy, as described in section 4(b) of this 





order, and shall’ 


as appropriate; 


(11) advise the President, through the Assistant to the President and Chief ot 
Staft (Chiet ot Staff), on the review, integration, and execution of the 
Strategy and other continuity policy, including the recommendations 
outlined in section 4(c) of this order; [) 
(i) establish, with consensus of its members and as appropriate, 


subordinate coordinating bodies; and 


(iv) coordinate the development of an interagency framework under which 
agencies will assess and address risk to Federal Mission Resilience and NEFs 


across the executive branch. 


This means that the FMR Executive Committee would be the group 
responsible for not only developing a plan of continuity but also facilitating 
the execution of that plan of continuity. It allows the Executive 
Committee to establish subordinate groups responsible for operating and 
implementing that continuity plan in support of the FMR Executive 
Committee. Finally, it allows them the flexibility to create their own 
“interagency framework” to assess and essentially re-prioritize the NEFs 
based on the continuity environment. We’|l discuss this 1n detail later. 


Implementation 


Sec. 4. Implementation. (a) Within OO days ot the date of this order, the 
Executive Committee shall submit a Federal Mission Resilience Executive 


Committee Charter to the President, through the Chiet of Statt, that identifies 





any subordinate bodies, working groups, and reporting mechanisms that support 


the role of the Executive Committee. 


(b) Within 00 days of the date of this order, the Executive Committee shall 
submit a Federal Mission Resilience Implementation Plan to the President, 
through the Chiet of Stat, that sets forth how the executive branch will 
implement the Strategy. The Plan shall describe in detail the near mid) and 
long-term actions necessary to ensure the uninterrupted periormance of NEFs. 


(c) Within 120 days of the date of this order, the Executive Committee shall 
coordinate the review of existing continuity policy and other related national 


policies, and shall provide recommendations to the President, through the Chiet 





of Staff, on any actions necessary to align these policies with the implementation 


of the Strategy. 


This section is important because not only does it outline how the continuity 
plan would be implemented but it also gives us a look at an under-the-radar 
yet key player in the devolution process. That key player is Mark Meadows. 
Meadows may not be on the Executive Committee, but he clearly plays an 
important role in facilitating and implementing the FMR EO and Strategy. 


If you go back and watch Donald Trump’s final speech before “leaving” the 
Presidency from Joint Base Andrews on Jan 20th, 2021, you’ll notice that 
Meadows was the only member of the FMR Executive Committee to see 
him off on January 20th. Read the transcript of his speech and you’ll see 


Meadows is actually the only member of Trump’s entire cabinet that was 
publicly acknowledged. I think that is significant because this Executive 
Order has established Meadows as the back channel to President Donald 
Trump. 


Knowing that makes this story from early August much more intriguing: 


66 
[Meadows] has been meeting with former President Donald Trump 
and "Cabinet members" about plans to "move forward ina real 
way," he claimed in a Newsmax interview on Friday. He refused to 
divulge the specifics of plans being discussed with Trump - whom 
he referred to as "the president" — at the former president's 
Bedminster golf club in New Jersey. 


As the video of the exchange shows, Meadows described Trump as "a 
president who is fully engaged, highly focused, and remaining on 
task." 


The North Carolina Republican added, in apparent reference to 
Trump and his team, "We met with several of our cabinet members 
tonight." 


The New York Times' Maggie Haberman responded the next day, "I 
can't stop thinking about this interview. The former chief of staff is 
talking as if there's a shadow presidency going on (there isn't) at a 
time when there's a conspiracy theory that Trump will be reinstated 


(he won't)." 


Let’s briefly review what we just went over to make sure we understand the 
importance of what we have covered so far. This Executive Order stemming 
from Trump’s war powers is outlining the implementation and execution of 
a continuity plan. It describes to us the Executive Committee who is 
responsible for implementing and executing that plan. It also tells us there 
are subordinate bodies and working groups involved in supporting the 
Executive Committee and their work in implementing and executing that 
plan. It also tells us exactly who would serve as the back-channel to the 


President for this plan. 
Let’s continue with the EO: 


Sec. 5. Amendment to PPD-4o. To designate a new National Continuity 
Coordinator (NCC), in section 6 of PPD-40, the second sentence is hereby revised 
to read as follows: “To advise and assist the President in that function, the 
ee ee 
designated as the NCC ? 


So the APNSA (AKA National Security Advisor), which would be Robert 
O’Brien, is designated as the new National Continuity Coordinator (NCC) 
which would make sense since he is the Chair of the FMR Executive 
Committee and that Committee is responsible for implementing and 
executing a continuity plan. But it also states it could be “his or her 
designee.” As crazy as this sounds, literally anybody could be the NCC. 
Whether the NCC is Robert O’Brien or somebody he designated, it’s 
becoming clear O’Brien plays a major role in devolution and Trump’s battle 
against the political establishment. 


Here is an article from NPR from January of 2020: 


In an exclusive interview with NPR, Robert O'Brien said he expects to have trimmed 


about a third of the ranks at the National Security Council by the end of next month. 


"T think the reality is by the time we finish up, by the end of this month, end of next 
month, that well probably have about 60 to 70 staffers who ve gone back to their 


home agency, Q'Brien said. 


There were about 180 policy statt detailed to the team when O'Brien took charge in 
September — experts on loan from the Pentagon, State Department, Homeland 
Security, Transportation, and intelligence agencies. O'Brien described it as ‘a little bit 


bloated.” 


So far, about 40 to 45 officials have left the NSC, he said. Streamlining theteampwhich 
a 


seCirity decisions, was one of 0 Brien s top priorities when he took over as Trump s 


national security adviser in September. 





"You sort of see a very messy decision on the Soleimani strike, one that didnt seem to 
sort of have all of the t's crossed and i's dotted,” said John Gans, author of White 
House Warriors, a book about the NSC. 


Gans said Tramp isiwary of leaks and seems averse to advice and guidance like the 
kind of guidance traditionally given by the NSC. 


It doesn't help that some of the most damning testimony against Trump in the 
impeachment hearings came from people working for the NSC. 





"This decision on Iran, you can't divorce it from President Trump Ssort of war against 
the so-called deep state," Gans said. "What he calls the deep state is really what 


Q/Brien said the ranks of the NSC had, at one point, swelled as large as 296 statters 
during the Obama administration. He says a smaller NSC makes for more effective 


coordination. It allows the State Department and Pentagon to do their jobs. 


He says a big NSC can be tempted "to go operational" and POLITICS 

set more involved in'diplomatic and military operations Trump Adr 
Announces 

better suited for the Cabinet. Sanctions 





"I look back at the Cuban missile crisis, and J think folks 

believe Kennedy, President Kennedy, handled that crisis pretty well," 0’ Brien said. 
"He had 12 policy staffers at the NSC." 

Then there is this RedState article from Feb of 2020. 

Donald Trump finally put his October announced plan to 
cut the National Security Council dramatically into full 
action today. RedState reported on the likelihood of this 
earlier this morning. This comes on the heels of the high 
profile departures of the Vindman brothers, one of which 


played a key role in undermining Trump's Ukrainian 





Obama had turned the NSC into a bloated, ineffective 
body. That was seemingly shown in the former 
President's inability to make tough decisions at time (i.e. 
not enforcing the Syria red line). Thewmore people’on the 
NSC, the more competing interests and back stabbing 
you will get. That was clearly illustrated the last five 
months during the impeachment push, most of which 
originated from the NSC. The council has also 
responsible for a lot of undermining leaks over the last — 


You simply can not function as an administration without 
having the buy in of those closest to the President. It's 
not about blind “loyalty,” as certain conservative 
contrarians constantly want to posit. It's about have a 
feam that understands the goal and will work toward that. 
The idea that Vindman or any of these other Obama 
holdovers, many of which were just taking up space, 
should stick around never made any sense. 





Remember this from Devolution - Part 1? 


Above-Top Secret contingency plans already exist for what the military is 
supposed to do if all the Constitutional successors are incapacitated, 
Standby orders were issued more than three weeks ago to ready these 
plans, not just fo protect Washinglon but also to prepare for the possibility 


of some form of martial law, 


According fo new documents and interviews with military experts, the 
various plans - codenamed Octagon, Freejack and Zodiac - are the 
underground laws to ensure government continuity. They are so secret 


that under these extraordinary plans, "devolution" could Gireumventithe 


ant succession, and military 





commanders could be placed in control around America, 


From the Newsweek Article 


The article was published March 18, 2020, and claims, “Standby orders were issued 

more than three weeks ago to ready these plans... That means in February of 2020. 
Trump had ordered the military to review and prepare the continuity of government 
plans. | think the timeline of this is essential. 


Interesting, isn’t it? At around the same time as the military was preparing 
plans for continuity of government, Trump and the head of the NSC were in 
the process of “streamlining the team” at the NSC by removing those that 
NPR had mockingly characterized as “the deep state.” Gaslight much? 


In order for devolution to work effectively, having the right people in place 
is a necessity as is making every effort to minimize the chance of any leaks 
or resistance as the plan is set in motion. There were clearly necessary steps 
being taken to remove known leakers and those likely to interfere. We will 

touch on the NSC again later on because they actually played an important 

role in the creation of the FMR Executive Order and the Strategy. 


Let’s do another recap quick: 


On December 7th, 2020, Trump issued the FMR EO using 
his Presidential powers based in the context of War & 
National Defense. 


The FMR EO explains that it is the policy of the United 
States to perform the NEFs as defined by PPD-40, in a 
continuity environment, regardless of threat or condition. 


The Federal Continuity Directives gave us those NEFs. 


The FMR EO explains the switch from a reactive posture 
to a proactive posture when it comes to continuity 
planning, making it seem like they may have know what 
was coming. 


The FMR EO established an Executive Committee to 
implement and execute a continuity plan. 


The FMR EO has detailed the roles of the Executive 
Committee and established that the Executive Committee 
could establish subordinate bodies and working groups to 
support their work in implementing and executing the 
continuity plan. 


The FMR EO detailed the back channel to the President: 
Mark Meadows. 


The FMR EO showed us who the new NCC 1s: Robert 
O’Brien. 


Now let’s discuss one of the most important aspects of any top-secret plan: 
secure communications. 


Secure Communications 


This is where things start to get even more interesting. 


Sec. 6. Amendments to Executive Order 13618. (a) Section 2.3 of Executive 


Order 13618 of July 6, 2012 (Assignment ot National Security and Emergency 


Preparedness Communications Functions), is hereby revised to read as follows: 


So the FMR Executive Order is amending sections of Executive Order 


13618 which was issued by Obama. In order to understand the significance 
of these amendments, we need to fully understand what Executive Order 
13618 entails so we know what is actually being amended. Here is a 
fantastic summary of EO 13618 from the Congressional Research Service: 


Summary 


In the event of a national security crisis or disaster, federal, state, local, and ternttorial government 
and private sector communications are important. National security and emergency preparedness 
communication systems include landline, wireless, broadcast and cable television, radio, public 
safety systems, satellite communications, and the Internet. For instance, federal national security 
and emergency preparedness communications programs include the Government Emergency 
Telecommunications Service, Wireless Priority Service, and classified messaging related to the 
Continuity of Government Condition. Reliable and secure telecommunications systems are 
necessary to effectively manage national security incidents and emergencies. 


On July 6, 2012, President Barrack Obama issued Executive Order (EO) 13618 which addresses 
‘emergency situations and crises by assigning federal national security and emergency 
preparedness communications functions. EO 13618 1s a continuation of older executive orders 
issued by other presidents and 1s related to the Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. $606). 
This executive order, however, changes federal national security and emergency preparedness 
communications functions by dissolving the National Communications System, establishing an 
executive committee to oversee federal national security and emergency preparedness 
communications functions, establishing a programs office within the Department of Homeland 
Security to assist the executive committee fil 

government entities. This report provides a summary of EO 13618 provisions, and a brief 
discussion of its salient points. 


The aspect to focus on here is that during national security and emergency 
situations, such as those that would cause a continuity of government 
situation, there were numerous entities involved in carrying out the 
responsibilities for secure communication. 


Specific Department and Agency Responsibilities 


EO 13618 details federal department and agency responsibilities related to NS/EP 
communications functions. The executive order specifically identifies Departments of Defense 






however, 1s tasked with a significant portion of NS/EP communications responsibilities. 


Executive Order 13618 essentially provided for every single agency in our 
government to play a role in secure communication during emergency 
situations. 13618 even goes on to say “All agencies”: 


Sec. 6. General Agency Responsibilities. Allagencies, to the extent consistent 
with law, shall: (a) determine the scope of their NS/EP communications 
requirements, and provide information regarding such requirements to the 


Executive Committee; 


Now that we know Executive Order 13618 is all about, let’s look at how it 
was actually amended by the FMR Executive Order. 


Obama’s EO 13618 Section 2.3: 

Sec. 2.3. The Assistant to the President tor Homeland Security and 
Counterterrorism and the Director of OSTP shall make recommendations to the 
President, informed by the interagency policy process established in PPD-1, with 
respect to the exercise ot authorities assigned to the President under section 706 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended (47 U.S.C. 606). The Assistant 
to the President tor Homeland Security and Counterterrorism and the Director ot 
OSTP shall also jointly monitor the exercise of these authorities, in the event of 
any delegation, through the process established in PPD-1 or as the President 


otherwise may direct. 


Amended by Trump’s FMR EO Section 6: 


"The Director of OSTP is delegated the authority to exercise the authorities 
vested in the President by section 706(a), and (c) through (e) ot the 
Communications Act of 1934, a3 amended (47 U.S.C. 606(a), and (c) through 
(e)), if the President takes the actions, including issuing any necessary 
proclamations and findings, required by that section to invoke those 
authorities. This delegation shall apply to any provisions of any future public 
law that are the same or substantially the same as the provisions referenced 
in this section.” 


The difference here is important. Instead of using an interagency policy 
process to make recommendations to the President with respect to the use of 
authorities assigned to the President under the Communications Act of 1934, 
the FMR EO set things up to outright delegate the President’s authority to 
the Director of the OSTP “if the President takes the actions, including 
issuing any necessary proclamations and findings, required by that section to 
invoke those authorities.” 


Let’s look at the Communications Act of 1934 “as amended (47 U.S.C. 
606(a), and (c) through (e))” and figure out what authorities they are even 
talking about. It should be noted that the title of the entire section in our 
united states code is “War powers of the President.” Here is the full text of 
those authorities but I will a screenshot of the summary: 


Allows the President to suspend or amend rules and regulations upon (proclamation “that there exists a war or a threat of a 
war or state of public peril or disaster or other national emergency or if he deems it necessary in the Interests of national 
security or defense,’ The Presidentimayiprionitizedefenseonsecurity.communications, authorize government use or 
control of communications facilities, and suspend or amend “rules and regulations applicable to any or all stations or 
devices capable of emitting electromagnetic radiations.” 47 U.S.C. § 606 (c), (d)s:. 


It could just be a coincidence but I think this is worth examining regardless. 
Look at the language being used in Trump’s FMR Executive Order: 


“*,..1f the President takes the actions, including issuing any necessary 
proclamations and findings, required by that section to invoke those 


authorities.” 


Now notice the language used from the text of the Communications Act of 
1934: 


“During the continuance of a war in which the United States is 
engaged...” & “Upon proclamation by the President that there exists 
war or a threat of war...” & “Upon proclamation by the President that 
there exists a state or threat of war involving the United States.” 


Where have we seen language like this before? 
3) are executive orders, 





proclamations, and messages to Congress that are prepared in anticipation of a range 
of emergency scenarios, so that they are ready to sign and put into effect the moment 
one of those scenarios comes to pass. First created during the Eisenhower 


Administration as part of continuity-of-government plans in case of a nuclear attack, 





Normal operationof governmentisimpaired. As one recent government document 
describes them, nD 


This executive order is once again referencing the war powers of the 
President. As I’ve said so many times before, we are in a state of war and 
this FMR Executive Order has alluded to that fact multiple times now. If 
Trump has used PEADs to proclaim a state of war, the FMR Executive 
Order triggers the delegation of authority to take over priority 
communications, suspend or amend rules relating to certain emission 
stations or devices, suspend rules and regulations regarding wire 
communications, close any facilities deemed necessary, and/or have the 
government take over the use of any such facility, station, or apparatus as 
described. They would have the legal authority to essentially take over any 
and all forms of communications required. 


If President Trump and his FMR Executive Committee were going to 
implement a continuity of government plan like devolution, they would need 
to be able to securely communicate as the operation unfolds. The first step 


he took to ensure they had proper communication was to delegate his 
authority to direct such use of the secure communications networks. 


Now lets look at one more thing from the FMR Executive Order that really 
shows the true genius of Trump and those involved in the devolution plan 
regarding secure communications. 


Here is the very next section of the FMR EO: 
(b) Section 3 of Executive Order 13618 is hereby revoked. The responsibilities of 
the national security and emergency preparedness Executive Committee set forth 


So the FMR EO revoked section 3 of Obama’s EO 13618. Here is that 
Section 3 that was revoked: 


Sec. 3. The NS/EP Communications Executive Committee. 


Sec. 3.1. There is established an NS/EP Communications Executive Committee 
(Executive Committee) to serve as a forum to address NS/EP communications 
matters. 


Not only did this executive order delegate authority to prioritize defense and 
security communications, but it also consolidated involvement away from 
all those extra agencies and placed it solely within the Federal Mission 
Resilience Executive Committee. So the same Committee that is 
implementing and executing the devolution plan has the sole authority, 
access, and responsibility to perform the National Security and Emergency 
Preparedness communications. 


Obama’s EO 13618 created a process for emergency communication 
involving all sorts of red-tape through deep state agencies and Trump shred 
that order to pieces and consolidated it into the hands of those implementing 
and executing the devolution plan. 


I know this has been a lot to take in already so let’s do another recap before 
diving into the strategy: 


e On December 7th, 2020, Trump issued the FMR EO using 
his Presidential powers based in the context of War & 
National Defense. 


e The FMR EO explains that it is the policy of the United 
States to perform the NEFs as defined by PPD-40, in a 
continuity environment, regardless of threat or condition. 


e The Federal Continuity Directives gave us those NEFs. 


e The FMR EO explains the switch from a reactive posture 
to a proactive posture when it comes to continuity 
planning, making it seem likely those involved would 
have known what was coming. 


e The FMR EO established an Executive Committee to 
implement and execute a continuity plan. 


e The FMR EO has detailed the roles of the Executive 
Committee and established that the Executive Committee 
should establish subordinate bodies and working groups 
to support their work in implementing the continuity plan. 


e The FMR EO detailed the back channel to the President: 
Mark Meadows. 


e The FMR EO showed us who the new NCC is: Robert 
O’Brien. 


e The FMR EO outlined the delegation of legal authority to 
use secure communications during a continuity event if 
the President had proclaimed a state of war. 


e The FMR EO consolidated responsibilities for secure 
communications away from every agency and into the 
FMR Executive Committee. 


Everything I’ve seen from the FMR EO tells me this is their devolution plan. 
_ TT | 
Please consider supporting my work by subscribing to this newsletter 
for $10 per month or $75 per year! Free subscribers can upgrade using 
this same link! 





The Strategy 


Federal Mission Resilience Strategy - Introduction 


Now let’s take a look at the Federal Mission Resilience Strategy that was 
released in conjunction with the FMR EO. As I stated, the FMR EO 
established the framework for implementing and executing a continuity 
plan. The finer details of that plan are found in the Strategy. 


FEDERAL MISSION RESILIENCE 
STRATEGY 


2020 





We will first look at the introduction letter from Donald Trump himself: 


Federal Executive Branch: 


In support ot my Administration's National Security Strategy, I am issuing the Federal Mission 
Resilience Strategy (hereafter, “the Strategy”) to address the long-term challenges of political, 
economic, and military competition from near peer adversaries as well as disruptions from 
natural disasters and pandemics. 


Our adversaries will notattemptto fight us on our terms, They have studied our way of war, 


invested in capabilities to target our strengths, andareadeptat competiti¢ below the threshold 
of armed conflict. Adversarial threats are not the only source of disruption. Disruptions from 


wildfires, natural disasters, and pandemics such as the COVID-19 pandemic highlight the 
importance of an integrated risk management approach to prioritize essential functions and 
services, 


This Strategy accelerates our collective efforts to fully implement National Continuity Policy and 
make risk-informed decisions to maintain a comprehensive and effective capability that 
ensures the continuous performance of essential functions and services\toypreserve Our 


. As the executive branch, we 
must ecommit and sustain leadership's attention on meeting the needs of the American 


people in the face of disruptions and preserving our form of government, 


Despite our best efforts, the government cannot preventall dangers. We recognize, and mist 
prepare tor, the possibility of unforeseen events including natural disasters, pandemics, cyber 


threats, and kinetic or electromagnetic pulse attacks. We must be prepared asa Nation, asa 
life 











The Strategy builds on the National Continuity Policy and provides guidance to the Executive 
Otfice of the President and Federal executive departments and agencies to increase the 
executive branch's resilience, Our current and future prosperity depend on our ability to 
reduce the vulnerability of our critical infrastructure to cyber, physical, and electromagnetic 
attack, The government and private sector must work together to reduce vulnerabilities and 
design infrastructure that addresses preparedness and resilience from the start. 


The follow-on Federal Mission Resilience Implementation Plan will ensure that our Nation's 
efforts and resources will be brought to bear in a coordinated manner through integrated 
interwoven into routine, 


day-to-day government operations. Working together, we will prioritize the security, 









President Donald J. Trump 


The White House 
December 2020 


This entire introduction is Trump’s way of telling us what he was about to 
do. Remember that this happened after the election was stolen from Trump. 
He was supposedly an outgoing President. Why would he even bother with 
some sort of continuity plan and strategy at this point of his Presidency 


unless there was something meaningful he was going to use it for. That 
alone is proof that devolution 1s real. It doesn’t make sense for him to issue 
the FMR EO and the Strategy this late in the game unless they were going to 
use it. Trump is telling us that they are implementing the proper “National 
Continuity Policy” to fight back against those who seek to destroy our 
country. Trump is telling us he is implementing devolution. It’s all here. 


There is one quote from that introduction that I would like you to keep in the 
back of your mind: “The government and private sector must work 
together to reduce vulnerabilities and design infrastructure that 
addresses preparedness and resilience from the start.” You will see at 
the end why I mention that. 


Let’s dig in: 
Executive Summary & the NSC 


1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


The Federal Mission Resilience Strategy (hereafter, “Strategy”) builds on existing continuity 
policy to accelerate the evolution of our Federal Government to become more resilient against all 
threats and conditions through an enduring structure of distributed risk and capabilities, The 


Committee and supports the National Security Strategy by refocusing national continuity policy 
implementation to better address emerging threats to the performance of essential functions and 
Services. 


This is a very interesting revelation and it comes | paragraph into the 
executive summary. “The Strategy was developed in response to 
direction from the National Security Council Principals Committee.” 
Time for a mini dive into what Trump did with the NSC and who is on the 
NSC Principals Committee. 


On April 4th, 2017, President Trump issued National Security Presidential 
Memorandum - 4. This memo laid out how Trump would implement his 
national security policy and decision making during his presidency. Here is 
a good summary from the memo: 


As President, my highest priority is to ensure the safety and security of 
the American people. In order to advise and assist me in executing ‘this 
solemn responsibility, as well as to protect and advance the national interests 
of the United States at home and abroad, | hereby direct that my system 
for national security policy development and decision making shall be orga- 
nized as follows: 


A. The National Security Council, the Homeland Security Council, and 
Supporting Staff 


The 





There is also a Homeland Security Council (HSC}—established through Exec- 

utive Order 13228 of October 8, 2001, and subsequently codified in the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002—that has the purpose of advising the Presi- 
dent on matters pertaining to homeland security. Each Council is also respon- 
sible for the effective coordination of the security-related activities and func- 

tions of the executive departments and agencies. 


Here again we have mention of the National Security Act of 1947. As 
previously mentioned, the National Security Act of 1947 is found in Chapter 
44 of United States Code, Title 50 - War and National Defense. The entire 
purpose of the NSC is to advise the President on matters relating to 
domestic, foreign, and military policies relating to national security. Keep in 
mind what we have already discussed regarding the NSC and how Trump 
and Robert O’Brien appeared to be cleaning out the “deep state” from the 
NSC in February of 2020. 


The Strategy was developed in response to direction from the NSC 
Principals Committee, so let’s find out who that is: 





B. The Principals Committee 
The Principals Committee (PC) shall continue to serve as the Cabinet-level 






s. The FC shall be convened and Chaired 

The Homeland Security Advisor may, 
at the sale discretion of the National Security Advisor, also convene and 
chair the PC. The Chair shall determine the agenda in consultation with 
the appropriate committee members, and the Executive Secretary shall ensure 
that necessary papers are prepared, and that conclusions and decisions 
are communicated in a timely manner. Invitations to participate in or attend 
a specific PC shall be extended at the discretion of the Chair, and may 
include those Cabinet-level heads of executive departments and agencies, 
and other senior officials, who are needed to address any issue under consid- 
eration. 


The PC shall have as its regular attendees 





: The Counsel to the President, 
the Deputy Counsel to the President for National Security Affairs, and the 
Director of the Office of Management and Budget may attend all PC meetings. 


The Assistant to the President and Deputy National Security Advisor (Deputy 
National Security Advisor), the Deputy National Security Advisor for Strat- 
egy, the Deputy Assistant to the President and National Security Advisor 
to the Vice President, and the Executive Secretary (who shall serve as 
the Executive Secretary of the PC) shall attend all of the meetings of the 
PC, and the Assistant to the President for Intragovernmental and Technology 
Initiatives may attend as appropriate. 

When international economic issues are on the agenda of the PC, the Commit- 
tee’s regular attendees will include the Secretary of Commerce, the United 
States Trade Representative, and the Assistant to the President for Economic 
Policy (who shall serve as Chair for agenda items that principally pertain 
to international economics). 


To clarify what is happening here, the Strategy and the FMR EO 
simultaneously issued created the entire framework needed for devolution, 


and were developed in response to direction from the NSC’s Principals 
Committee. That committee is a “Cabinet-level senior interagency forum 
for considering policy issues that affect the national security interests of 
the United States.” (Emphasis mine) 


Not only did Trump draw on his authority from the National Security Act of 
1947 (War & National Defense) to issue the EO and Strategy, but he did so 
based on the direction from the highest-level policy making group regarding 
national security interests for the United States. 


I know I keep repeating this, but only because it bears repeating: 


Everything we are seeing points to a military operation in the form of a 
continuity of government plan, and that plan is specifically written to ensure 
the resilience of the executive branch in a national security crisis... 
specifically, a wartime situation. 


Let’s look a little closer at who was part of the NSC Principals Committee at 
the time the FMR EO was issued. This list comes from National Security 
Presidential Memorandum - 4. There are some individuals who may at times 
attend the meetings but I am only going to list those designated as “regular 
attendees.” The ones in bold are also members of the FMR Executive 
Committee that we discussed above. 


e National Security Advisor - Robert O’Brien - Chair of 
Committee 


e Secretary of State - Mike Pompeo 

e Secretary of the Treasury - Steve Mnuchin 

e Secretary of Defense - Christopher Miller 

e Attorney General - William Barr 

e Secretary of Energy - Dan Brouillette 

e Secretary of Homeland Security - Chad Wolf 

e Chief of Staff to the President - Mark Meadows 

e Director of National Intelligence - John Ratcliffe 
e Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff - Mark Milley 


e Director of the Central Intelligence Agency - Gina Haspel 


e Homeland Security Advisor - Julia Nesheiwat 


e Representative of the U.S. to the United Nations - Kelly 
Craft 


So, if we assume that the FMR EO and the Strategy are the framework of 
devolution, then the committee and the members listed above (at minimum) 
were the ones who provided the direction leading to the execution of 
devolution. 


What that means to me is that I cannot write off anybody on this list as being 
a “black hat.” The FMR EO and Strategy clearly lays out the 
implementation and execution of a continuity of government plan and this 
group set the entire thing in motion so we cannot definitively conclude any 
are “black hats.” 


It’s also interesting to me that the four members from the NSC Principals 
Committee that are also on the FMR Executive Committee all have roles 
having to do with either war, national security, or intelligence. 


Let’s continue on with some of the Strategy: 


Federal Mission Resilience is the ability of the Federal executive branch! to continuously 
maintain the capability and capacity to perform essential functions and services, without time 
delay, regardless of threats or conditions, and with the understanding that adequate waming of a 
threat may not be available, Federal Mission Resilience will be realized when preparedness 
programs, including continuity and enterprise risk management, are fully integrated into day-to- 
day operations of the Federal executive branch, 


The Strategy model of “Assess, Distribute, and Sustain” 


relocation of personnel to alternate locations and 

of distribution and as necessary, devolution to minimize disruptions to essential functions and 
services, This shift in policy implementation is supported by three lines of effort (LOE). 
Through these LOEs, Federal executive branch Principals will drive efforts within their 
components to increase the capability and capacity to continuously perform essential functions 
and services to mitigate against all threats including adversarial action and regional disruptions, 
The increased resilience of day-to-day mission operations will ensure continuous performance of 
essential functions and services regardless of circumstance through the application of holistic 
risk management and continuity of operations principles, “Essential functions and services” 
refers to the functions (i.¢., National Essential Functions, as defined by Presidential Policy 
Directive - 40 (PPD-40), National Continuity Policy, and Primary Mission Essential Functions, 
developed through Federal Continuity Directive 2, Federal Executive Branch Mission Essential 
Functions and Candidate Primary Mission Essential Functions Identification and Submission 
Process) and capabilities necessary to preserve and sustain the American way of life. 


This section has some great information. Not only does it specifically 
mention the word “devolution,” but it tells us that each of the Federal 
executive branch Principals are to increase their capability and capacity to 
continuously perform essential functions and that they may not have any 
notice in doing so. 


Their focus is to use a holistic risk management approach and continuity 
principles relating to the NEFs. This means in using their continuity plan, 
they will not be able to focus on any individual NEF but rather they would 
look at the “bigger picture” and manage the risk across a broad framework. 
This is a critically important part. Remember what devolution truly means. 
They let the Biden administration assume office, by doing so, they did risk 
losing total control of every possible “node” and that requires them to be 


flexible yet prepared as to not let any of their prioritized NEFs fail. 


It also echoes the same focus on a reactive vs. proactive posture that we first 
heard in the FMR EO, This time prioritizing a “proactive posture of 
distribution” over a “reactive relocation of personnel.” We see that 
mentioned again in the very next section: 


Further, this Strategy: 


¢ Acknowledges the efforts of our adversaries to limit United States advantages; the 
vulnerability of our critical infrastructure; and the need for a unifying construct to shift” 
Continuity implementation from reactive relocation (i,e., with indications and warning) to 
a proactive sustained distributed model (i¢,, leverage existing distribution of Federal 


missions). 


¢ Leverages decades of principles, practices, and capabilities that form the foundation of 
Our continuity mission, while promoting evolutionary steps that also address the long- 
term challenges of non-kinetic threats (e,g,, cyber, pandemic) to our governmental 
functions, critical infrastructure, and economic and political systems, 


The FMR EO mentioned subordinate bodies and working groups that would 
support the FMR Executive Committee in the implementation and execution 
of the continuity plan. The picture that I’m starting to see forming is that the 
framework for devolution that we find throughout the FMR EO and the 
Strategy was to have working groups ready with the capability and capacity 
of performing essential functions once the plan was initiated. 


If you don’t quite see that picture forming yet, you will as we continue. 


Strategic Context 


2, STRATEGIC CONTEXT 


Today, we face a dynamic threat environment that challenges our Nation’s safety, security, and 
resilience, Adversaries and strategic competitors present new and emerging threats, empowered 
by technology and often operating below the threshold of armed conflict, to place our critical 
infrastructure and essential functions and services at risk. Building a culture of preparedness and 
resilience across government will require increased awareness and cooperation between 
leadership, continuity staff, risk management practitioners, mission owners/operators, policy 
makers, and budget staff. The integration of continuity, preparedness, and risk management 
policies and procedures across day-to-day o 






Existing continuity policy supports Federal executive branch efforts to meet adversarial 
challenges and other no-notice disruptions, However, sustained leadership by the Executive 
Office of the President and executive branch is necessary to fully incorporate mission resilience 
requirements into daily operations. The Federal Mission Resilience Strategy calls for the Federal 
executive branch to recommit implementation efforts to address kinetic (e.g., conventional 
military force or active warfare) and non-kinetic threats, The knowledge and expertise of 
essential function and service mission owners and decision makers must be incorporated with 
continuity processes as We reframe actions to better implement resilience policy. Weimust take 
We cannot 


allow the successes of our past to preclude implementation of innovative approaches to address 
current threats, 





The Federal Government’ § moreasng reliance on critical infrastructure and critical 


means that 
adversaries could dsp or take advantage of disruptions to Federal executive branch essential 
functions and services. Disrur 
government, provide visible leadership, defend the Nation, maintain foreign relations, protect the 
homeland, manage emergencies, provide emergency management, maintain a stable economy, 
and provide critical government services, This Strategy relies on broader United States 
Government efforts to improve our ability to provide uninterrupted and secure communications 


and services under all conditions. Additional efforts to strengthen the Nation's communications) 
and technology infrastructure will further increase the resilience of day-to-day operations and the 


continuous performance of essential functions and services, 








Again, in the Strategic Context section we see a move toward a proactive 
posture, this time relating to the performance of essential functions during 
“disruptive incidents” and while essentially spelling out what those 
“disruptive incidents” might be. Critical infrastructure and its vulnerability 
to kinetic and non-kinetic attacks or disruptions that could prevent the 
ability to preserve our form of government. 


We already know that election infrastructure is classified as critical 
infrastructure. We also know that there was foreign interference in our 
elections based on comments Trump has made. So think about what 
interference in our election infrastructure and the theft of an election results 
in. It leads to everything we are seeing playing out today. The stolen 
election has prevented the ability to preserve our form of government and so 
much more. 


Another important statement from above is this one: 


“We must take full advantage of existing authorities related to risk and 
preparedness Frameworks. We cannot allow the successes of our past to 
preclude implementation of innovative approaches to address current 
threats.” 


I’ve said before that if you understand who Donald Trump is as a person and 
who he was as a President in his first term, then nothing makes sense about 
him walking away from an obviously stolen election. If he knew there was 
going to be fraud, then Donald Trump would have been derelict in his duties 
as President of the United States and Commander in Chief of our armed 
forces to let them get away with it. I think that statement tells us that 
President Trump didn’t let them get away with it. He took full advantage of 


his authorities (War Powers & PEADs) related to risk and preparedness 
frameworks (Continuity of Government). I believe the FMR EO and the 
Strategy are the innovative approach mentioned and [Il show you soon what 
I think that approach is exactly. 


The Planning Model 


3, THE “ASSESS, DISTRIBUTE, AND SUSTAIN” PLANNING MODEL 


The “Assess, Distribute, and Sustain” planning model supports a cultural shift from continuity as 
an additional mission to continuity as a key enabler to increase resilience and ensure prioritized 
essential functions and services are performed without interruption, This planning model 
enhances resilience by purposely embedding continuity, preparedness, and risk management 
processes and procedures into day-to-day operations to ensure Federal missions are resilient to 
disruptive incidents, ‘The Strategy requires the Federal executive branch to logically distribute 
risk to the performance of essential functions and services and ensure Presidential decision 
support in all conditions, This distributed system may demand targeted investment, in 
consultation with the Office of Management and Budget, in the technology and communications 
infrastructure necessary to enable secure, robust, and reliable communications in all conditions, 


A, ASSESS 
The act of routinely and systematically reviewing, validating, and prioritizing: (1) existing 


continuity requirements; (2) essential functions and services; and (3) identifying the rish 
posed to them by current and emerging threats. 


B. DISTRIBUTE 


The logical disbursement of risk to the performance of essential functions and services to 
minimize single points of failure. 


C, SUSTAIN 


Ihe routine and regular performance of “Assess” and “Distribute” managed through a 
governance structure which reinforces accountability at all levels of government. 
Sustainment depends on the successful conduct of Assessment and Distribution. 


The planning model is another part of the Strategy the mentions the shift 
from a reactive posture to a more proactive one and even describes it as a 
cultural shift. Rather than continuity being an over-complicated afterthought 
set up for failure when it’s truly needed, continuity through this Strategy 
would become prioritized and ready for a seamless transition to operating 
the prioritized NEFs without interruption. 


The Strategy explicitly states that it “requires the Federal executive branch 
to logically distribute risk to the performance of essential functions” and that 
this “distributed system will need technology and communications 
infrastructure to enable secure and reliable communications.” This could be 
referencing the secure communications from the FMR EO, but it’s not 
impossible that this is also referencing what Trump is doing with his recent 
acquisition group. Could the IP addresses that left the DoD 3 minutes before 
the end of Trump’s term have anything to do with the communications 
infrastructure? 


This set up for seamless transition 1s exactly what was described in the FMR 
EO through the established subordinate bodies and working groups used to 
support the FMR Executive Committee, 


Lines of Effort 


The three lines of effort focused on the Federal executive branch mentioned 
in this next section are fairly self-explanatory, but I need to stress that going 
through this strategy in its entirety is time well-spent. I will only be 
commenting on a few aspects, but the entire document is incredibly relevant. 


4, LINES OF EFFORT 


This Strategy 1s centered on Federal executive branch implementation of three lines of effort: 


¢ Line of Effort One - Ensure the performance of essential functions and services before, 
during, and after disruptive incidents (i.e., Federal executive branch organization-level 
essential functions and services); 


The Federal executive branch shall maintain the capability to perform essential functions and 
services, including the ability to transfer, devolve, defer, distribute, or shift operations, assets, 
and authorities under all conditions. This requires tailored distribution methodologies, including 


diversity, redundancy, and hardening of capabilities based on the assessment of risk, to mitigate 
the effects of any disruptive incident to the performance of essential functions and services, 


Ensure continuous leadership of the Executive Office of the President and Executive 
Branch essential functions and services in a distributed model, with senior officials retaining 
responsibility for assuming risk in executing their essential functions and services, Ensuring 
continuous leadership of an organization’s essential functions and services may require extensive 
pre-planning to enable the ability to shift authority to lead or execute essential functions and 
services without notice. To prepare for the loss of one or more nodes, leadership must be 
postured to assume the transfer of mission ownership without gaps in performance, As an 
example, executive branch leadership may choose to distribute resources, authorities, and 
capabilities to sustain essential functions and services, leadership, and decision making, to 
include the ability to transfer, devolve, defer, distribute, or shift operations, personnel, 
equipment, systems, supporting processes, services, and authorities under all conditions, 

These actions must include regular training and evaluation to validate the procedures and 
capability to continuously direct the performance of essential functions and services under all 
conditions, Leveraging and maximizing existing distributed resources and capabilities such as 
alternate sites and devolution relationships may reduce the cost and time to shift to a distributed 
model. 


This is important. I mentioned the picture that was starting to form and this 
very clearly outlines it for us. The devolution plan that we are currently 
experiencing has multiple nodes with senior officials retaining responsibility 
for assuming risk in executing their essential functions. Do you see where 
I’m going with this yet? 


¢ Line of Effort Two - Ensure continuous national-level leadership, accountability, 
coordination, and risk management of essential functions and services (i.¢., Federal 
executive branch leadership assigned responsibility to determine risk to the essential 
function or service); and 


Minimize the impact of regional or national disruptive incidents by: enhancing command, 
control, and communications; distributing critical assets and capabilities: and establishin Q 
resilient leadership within the distributed assets with the authority to ensure mission success, 
Additionally, developing robust, redundant, and resilient communications and other 
infrastructure capabilities at designated sites or with mobile options to sustain leadership 
decision making and oversight of essential functions and services is a core component to achieve 
the distributed model, Leveraging technological advancements will enhance and ensure national 
leadership has reliable and secure communications capabilities to provide command and control, 
and will enable governance in a distributed environment, Finally, routinely training and 
exercising the transfer of capability or functions and the transition of leadership roles and 
responsibilities without relocating personnel is essential to the success of this model, 


Department and Agency Principals must drive the assessment and mitigation of risk, 
identify priority missions that must continue, and understand the risks they assume with the 
decisions they make. A top-down effort to beiter integrate existing risk management frameworks 
and continuity programs into a cohesive, coordinated approach to manage risks is fundamental to 
successfully Implementing Federal Mission Resilience. Effectively addressing the risk to the 
most critical missions ahead of the threats we face will require a shift in policy to reflect a 


holistic risk management approach, and a revised set of essential functions and services that must 
be maintained without interruption, 


Here we have more discussion of distributed assets and using technological 
advancements to enable governance in a distributed environment. This also 
mentions exercising the transfer of leadership roles and responsibilities 


without relocating personnel. All of this is pointing to devolution. 


¢ Line of Effort Three - Ensure executive decision support services and operational 
capabilities support the President under all circumstances, to include a no-notice 
disruption or direct threat environment (i.¢., Federal executive branch communication 
with the Executive Office of the President), 


Distribute Presidential decision support capabilities by identifying and assessing risks to the 
ability to distribute and sustain decision support leadership, capabilities, and component systems 
and processes, and if appropriate, apportioning non-Presidential authority and responsibility 
among multiple stakeholders through geographic diversity, 


Ensure Presidential decision support in a distributed environment by resourcing Presidential 
incident management support capabilities to avoid single points of failure and minimize the 
effect of a regional or national catastrophic emergency on the delivery of executive decision 
Support services and operational capabilities. It is necessary to establish and implement 
standardized Federal crisis management decision support processes and minimum capability 
requirements for all departments and agencies in support of Presidential crisis management. 


Again: discussing the distributed environment and apportioning authority 
and responsibility among multiple stakeholders through geographic 
diversity. 


5, SUMMARY 


Relocusing national continuity policy to a proactive “Assess, Distribute, and Sustain” planning 
model will better ensure the resilience of the Federal executive branch, Accomplishing the 
priority actions of this Strategy requires Federal executive branch leadership to drive the rapid 
assessment of the gaps between existing policy and implementation as well as the #82 

i . Additionally, the Federal 
executive branch must leverage its existing distribution of facilities, locations, and personnel, 
and/or work across to reduce risk 










ices. Finally, sustained distribution will require fiscal 


policy and prioritization that better enables routine distributed, scalableyflexibleyand adaptable 








“We must build a culture of preparedness and resilience across our governmental 
functions, critical infrastructure, and economic and political systems.” 


The Strategy outlines the context, planning model, and steps necessary to 
ensure the resilience of the Federal executive branch. It includes: 


e Re-prioritization of essential functions. 


e Increasing possible nodes available to perform those re- 
prioritized essential functions. 


e Mentions throughout the distributed environment of 
operations across geographic areas. 


The FMR EO and the Strategy paint a clear picture of devolution. A plan to 
create an Executive Committee of senior level officials and subordinate 
bodies or working groups that would be proactively ready to take on the 


authority and responsibility of performing the re-prioritized essential 
functions required to preserve our American way of life. 


Executing the Plan 


The Distributed Environment 


Now that we have gone through the FMR EO and the Strategy, I'd like to 
once again revisit the Executive Committee established by Executive Order 


13961: Governance and Integration of Federal Mission Resilience and see if 
we can make any connections. 


Sec. 3. Executive Committee. (a) The Federal Mission Resilience Executive 


Committee (Executive Committee) is hereby established. 


(b) The Executive Committee shall be composed of the Secretary ot Defense, the 
Secretarv of Homeland Security, the Director of National Intelligence, the 
Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs (APNSA), the Assistant to 
the President and Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations, and the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget) When issues concerning science and 


technology, including communications technology, are on the agenda, the 


Executive Committee also shall include the Director‘of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy (OSTP). The heads of other agencies, and other senior 


officials, shall be invited to attend meetings as appropriate. 


Recall the quote I told you to remember from Trump’s introduction: 


“The government and private sector must work together to reduce 
vulnerabilities and design infrastructure that addresses preparedness 
and resilience from the start.” 


It’s time to look at the members of the Executive Committee and see what 
they are up to now in the “private sector”? 
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Assistant to the President and Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations: 
Tony Ornato 


Tony Ornato has an interesting story. He went from working for the Secret 
Service, to working as Trump’s Deputy Chief of Staff for Operations. After 
Joe Biden was inaugurated, Ornato went back to the Secret Service serving 


as the assistant Director, a prestigious role. The Biden administration had 
concerns: 


The Secret Service is shaking up assignments for President-elect Joe Biclen’s detail because 





of concerns about some agents worrisome ties to Donald Trump, The Washington Post 
reported. 


Biden supporters have expressed fears that some agents are too closely politically aligned 
with the outgoing president, sources told the Post. 


Some senior officers who previously protected Biden when he was vice president will be 
called back to the White House fo again be part of the contingent assigned to him, according 


to the Post. 


In an example of the concerns that spurred the change, one agent assigned to Trump was 
allowed to take a leave to become a White House political aide and became enmeshed in a 
particularly contentious, controversial incident marking his presidency, Anthony Ornato, who 
worked as White House deputy chief of staff earlier this year, helped arrange the photo 
opportunity in June when Trump posed with a Bible across Lafayette Square in Washington as 
peaceful protesters were attacked by federal officers. The protests had been sparked by the 
police killing of George Floyd days earlier in Minneapolis. 


Ornato also helped arrange Trump's dangerous political rallies where — often in violation of 


local laws — maskless supporters were jammed elbow to elbow. The rallies were linked to 
COVID-19 case spikes and deaths from the disease. 


It’s very interesting that somebody from the FMR Executive Committee is 
now embedded withing the United States Secret Service in a very prominent 
role. 
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Director of the Office of Management and Budget: Russell Vought 


After leaving office in on January 20th, 2021, Russell went on to found the 
Center for Renewing America. The CRA focuses on the following issues: 


CRITICAL RACE 


BIG TECH THEORY 


ELECTION : SECURE ENDING 


INTEGRITY BORDERS ENDLESS WARS 


BIG HEALTHY 
GOVERNMENT COMMUNITIES 





The CRA has multiple former Trump administration officials from various 
agencies. My personal favorite team member of the CRA: 





KASH PATEL 
Senior Fellow for National Security and 
Intelligence 


(Reminder: I am not Kash Patel. I am just a big fan and he is my pseudo- 
namesake) 


The CRA is essentially continuing the work of implementing Donald 
Trump’s policy and agenda in some of the most key areas. 
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Secretary of Homeland Security: Chad Wolf 


On March 23, it was reported by MSN that in addition to joining the 
America First Policy Institute, Chad Wolf would be launching Wolf Global 
Advisors. 


had Wolf, the former acting secretary of Homeland Security in the Trump administration, is 
launching a consulting firm to provide companies, NGOs and government agencies with 
advice on homeland and national security matters. 


The new firm is called Wolf Global Advisors, and Wolf is launching it with three former other senior 
Trump DHS officials: former acting chief of staff Scott Erickson, former deputy chief of staff Tyler 
Houlton and legislative affairs director Beth Spivey. 


“During my time at DHS, | came to know and came to realize that a number of organizations, whether 
they Te companies or non-profits really struggle with assessing risk and security issues facing their 
respective organizations, Wolf said in an interview. “Others want to better understand the department, 
whether they re regulated by the department, or perhaps they have technology or services to help the 
department better fulfill their mission.’ 


Wolf said he already has a few clients signed up, but declined to name them unless one of the 


principals at the firm has to register as a lobbyist for them. He said he could potentially work with 


foreign governments as well, but won't do any work that would require him or his firm to register under 





the Foreign Agents Registration Act at this time. 


The website is virtually dormant and there is hardly any news about 
anything they are actually doing. Wolf Global advisors could be considered 
as a small-scale Department of Homeland Security. 
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Secretary of Homeland Security: Chad Wolf & 
Director of National Intelligence: John Ratcliffe 


Both Chad Wolf & John Ratcliffe went on to join the America First Policy 
Institute. 


The was formed not long after the stolen 
election on 11/20/2020 by Brooke Rollins. Brooke is the former Director of 
the Domestic Policy Council and Chief Strategist at the White House under 
Donald Trump. There are a ton of names associated with this organization 
and everything single name is pro-Trump. If you click through each name 
on the list, you will notice something. Of the 72 individuals who are listed as 
part of the America Fist Policy Institute team, only 12 did not work for 


Trump at some point. 60 of the individuals actually worked for Trump in 
some capacity in the last 4 years. 


Some were tapped by Trump for his 2016 election, some for the 1776 
commission, some on his re-election campaign, but a majority served in his 
during his actual Presidency in his administration. Here is what The Hill 
said about the group: 


Former Trump administration officials on Tuesday have launched America 
First Policy Institute, a nonprofit group allied with former President Trump, 
almost three months after the former commander in chief left office. 


The group, comprised of 40 staff members and a first-year budget of $20 
million, has been in the planning stages since December and is currently 
based in Arlington, Va., Axios reported. 


"The America First Policy Institute is launching to continue the 
transformative changes that happened over the last four years,” Brooke 
Rollins, president and CEQ of the group, said in its launch video. 


7, America First Policy Institute d 
Kewef @ATPolicy 


The America First Policy Institute (AFPI) has one 
central focus: to advance the causes and interests of 
the American people. #AmericaFIRST, always. 
americafirstpolicy.com 





AMERICA FIRST, ALWAYS. 


1:15 PM - Apr 13, 2021 (i) 
“) 303 © 104%, Share this Tweet 


Tweet your reply 


Other Trump administration alumni involved include former Energy 
secretary Rick Perry running the Center for Energy Independence and 
Trump's spiritual adviser Paula White running the Center for American 
Values. 


The national security section of the group will be chaired by former 
Director of National Intelligence John Ratclitfe as well as former national 
security adviser to former Vice President Mike Pence, Army Lt. Gen. Keith 
Kellogg. 


Rolling told Axios that the group's goal is to be “dreamers and ... risk- 
takers." Rollins hopes the group doubles its current budget for 2022. 


The group eventually wants to expand to offices near the Capitol in 
Washington, D.C., New York and Miami. 


Trump’s daughter Ivanka Trump and her husband and former White House 
adviser Jared Kushner will be informal advisers for the nonprofit, 
according to Axios. 


Under the nonprofit’s website “priorities” it emphasized “jobs first,’ 


fi if 


‘opportunity first,” “security first,” “freedom first” and “innovation first." 
The America First Policy Institute is essentially continuing the work of 
implementing Donald Trump’s policy and agenda. They fill in a lot of key 
areas that the Center for Renewing America isn’t focusing on. Here you can 
see their “Areas of Interest” as described on their website: 


AREAS OF INTEREST 


INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 


ENVIRONMENT 


HEALTHCARE 


IMMIGRATION 


MEDIA BIAS 


CENSORSHIP 


CRITICAL RACE THEORY 


ENERGY 


SECURITY 


ECONOMY 


SOCIAL ISSUES AND VALUES INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


ELECTION INTEGRITY EDUCATION 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE REFORM 
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Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs (APNSA) - Also 
known as National Security Advisor: Robert O’ Brien 


On J aval 21st, 2021, Robert O’Brien co-founded 

This organization is another organization that seems almost 
dormant. There is hardly any news on them and the website doesn’t have 
much to it. This is what they claim to do and who is on their team: 


OUR FIRM 


Amencan Global Strategies LLC ts a boutique strategic advisory 
firm that looks beyond today’s headlines. We identify risks, seize 
opportunities, and maximize value for our clients. Whether it is 
assessing the global geopolitical environment, devising 
Strategies for navigating United States Government processes 
and policies, assisting on intemational business deals or 
managing cnsis situations at home, AGS delivers unparalleled 


expertise for our clients in the defense, aerospace, mantime, 


technology, finance and private equity sectors. 





OUR TEAM 


AGS was founded by former National Security Advisor Robert C. 
O'Brien and former National Secunty Council Chief of Staff Alex 


Gray. Our staff is comprised of professionals who have served 


at the White House, State Department, Pentagon and on Capitol 


Hill. The firm's primary office is in Washington, D.C. 





Secretary of Defense: Christopher Miller 


Sometime after leaving office on January 20th, Christopher Miller co- 
founded an organization that goes by the name of Boundary Channel 
Partners (BCP). BCP is virtually dormant with no news about them 
anywhere. All searches lead back to the website. So what is this group 
actually doing? This is what they claim to provide for their services: 


Services 


Strategic Advisement Go to Market Analysis: 
Asia 
Geopolitical Risk Analysis Africa 
Europe 
Thought Leadershi 
9 P Western Hemisphere 
Speaking Engagements Ae 
spa ae Government Contract Navigation 
Mergers and Acquisitions 
q 1 Capture Strategy Development 
Cybersecurity 


Strategic Communications Planning 


Intelligence Red Teamin os 
q g Organizational Innovation and Change Management 


Cold and Dry Chain Logistics Wee 
Y 9 Talent Identification and Placement 


What is most interesting is who else is part of the BCP team alongside 
Christopher Miller: 





FOUNDING PARTNER 


Mr. Tony lata 


General Anthony “Tony” Tata is a 
founding partner of Boundary Channel 
Partners, and previously performed the 
duties of the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Policy at the Department of Defense. 
General Tata has 28 years of military 
experience serving in the United States 
Army and a graduate from West Point. 
Previously, he served as Superintendent 
of Wake County Public School System, 
secretary of Transportation of North 
Carolina, and as a National Security 
Fellow at Harvard University JFK’s School 


of Government. 





Mr. Mark Menezes 


Former Deputy Secretary of U.S. 
Department of Energy who drove 


innovative, transformative policies and 
technologies throughout our nation’s 
energy industry, 1/ national science labs, 
nuclear deterrent program, and 
environmental remediation. Nationally 
recognized energy attorney, senior 
executive with major energy companies, 
Congressional Committee Chief Counsel, 
and strategic advisor to Wall Street, 


businesses and policymakers. 





Dr Tom Willams 


Former PTDO Deputy Under Secretary of 
Defense for Policy. Former White House 
National Security Council Deputy Assistant to 
the Président, Senior Director for Europe and 
Russia, and Acting Senior Director for Defense 
Policy and Strategy, 


Mr. Paul Ney 


The Honorable Paul Ney is the'former General 
Counsel of the Department of Defense, Prior to 
his appointment, he served as the Chief Deputy 
Attorney General for Tennessee and Acting 
General Counsel of the Department of the 
Navy. He also has extensive legal experience in 
the private sector. He has been a partner with 
Trauger, New, and Tuke and later with 
Patterson Intellectual Property Law, RC., with 
focuses on civil litigation, administrative law, 
arbitration and mediation, and intellectual 


property issues, 


Ms. Jordan hayley 


Jordan Hayley is the Chief of Staff for 
Boundary Channel Partners and isarformer 
advisor to the Acting Secretary of Defense, 
(Christopher Millet, She has previous 
experience working as a Special Assistant in 
the Office of Special Operations and 
Combating Terrorism (SOCT), as well as being 
the External Relations Director for Presidential 
Personnel at the White House, She graduated 


summa cum laude from Liberty University. 





Ms, Marie Enul 


Marie Ehui is a U.S. citizen, born in Cote 
Ivoire, Prior to joining Boundary Channel 
Partners, she worked at the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation (MCC) as Special 
Assistant to the Vice President of Compact 
Operations. Marie also haslexperienceiatithe 
Departmentiof Treasury working in the Africa 


Bureau. She obtained a Bachelors from Liberty 
University and will graduate May 2021 with a 


Masters from George Washington University. 


Ms, Amanda Millus 


Amanda Milius is theformenDeputyAssistant 
Secretary for Content at the US; 
Department of States Bureau of Global Public 
iAffaifs. During her time serving in government, 
she designed campaigns to support U.S. 
government policies and advised principlesion 
press, social, and event strategies to effectively 
communicate with global publics. She 
currently also runs a production company in 
Washington DC. She holds a master’s degree 
from the USC School of Cinematic Arts. 


Mr. Edge Globons 


Colonel (Retired) Edward G. “Edge” Gibbons is 
a former U.S. Army Infantry Officer with 
extensive experience in planning and 
conducting military operations world-wide. He 
complements his military experience with a 
broad range of consulting, program 
management, and business development with 


Booz Allen Hamilton and Raytheon 





Mr. Canis Cruden 


Mr. Chris Cruden is former Senior Advisor to 
the Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligence 
and Security. A career intelligence officer with 
multiple deployments, Chris has Master's 
Degrees from the University of St. Andrews, 
Scotland and Georgetown University and 
specializes in the intersection of intelligence, 


defense and emerging technologies. 


Mis. Barbara Hayley 


Barbara Hayley is the CEO and founder of 
Hayley Capital, Hayley Capital Engineering Tax 
Software and Barbarahayley.com. As a noted 
expert in engineering tax reduction solutions, 
corporate culture transformation, 
communication, and consulting she has 
successfully trained over 20,000 professionals 
and helped transform the performance of 
many great American businesses. In her 
private time, she spends time serving our 
military men and women, currently the 
Secretary for National Center for Healthy 
Veterans and former President of the USO 
Houston Advisory Council and Vice President 


of the PTSD Foundation. 


Every single member (except for Ms. Barbara Hayley) of this seemingly 
dormant organization has prior experience working in Trump’s 
administration in some very important roles, including a few key names 
already known to the devolution story (Miller and Tata). This group might 
even be considered a small-scale version of Trump’s Department of 
Defense. 





Conclusion 


Look at the Executive Order and the Strategy we covered in this article and 
add it to the rest of the circumstantial evidence presented throughout 
Devolution Series. Consider everything you know about Donald Trump 
himself. Add in the utter dysfunction of Biden and his administration. 


Devolution can no longer be considered just another theory. 


We can now see the full picture starting to come into focus. On December 
7th, 2020, Donald Trump issued Executive Order 13961: Governance and 
Integration of Federal Mission Resilience and Federal Mission Resilience 
Strategy and set his plan in motion. We can now point to the exact group of 
people who were responsible for “implementing and executing” that plan. 


Everybody responsible for implementing and executing devolution has gone 
on to either form or join organizations that closely align with what the 
Trump administration was doing during his first term in office. There are 
simply too many coincidences to ignore. 


Have you noticed that Trump is becoming more relevant and is putting 
himself even further into the spotlight? The MAGA movement is only 
growing and there is nothing stopping it. We the people are taking out 
country back from the grassroots level as we should be. We are doing our 
part. Trump has already done his. 


It’s no longer a question of if devolution is real, but rather when and how it 
is revealed. 


Devolution - Part 14 The Invisible Enemy 


Patel Patriot 


Dec 11, 2021 





If you haven't read the previous installments of my Devolution series, you can do 
here on my website: 


https://www.devolution.link/ 


Find me on Telegram here: https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to 
Subscribe to support my work! 


_ eT | 
Special “Thank you’s” for this article go to: 


e The Kate Awakening - Telegram: 
https://t.me/thekateawakening 


e A.C. Harmony 
e “Sandra Anonymous” 


e Patrick Gunnels 
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This article is going to have a different vibe than the previous articles in my 
Devolution. I won’t be focusing on the actual Devolution operation, but 
instead on someone who has emerged as the key figure in common among 
the institutions and organizations that have gone all-in in attacking Trump. 


I recently was sent a link to a Substack series titled “Prussia Gate.” As I 
have been reading through the Prussia Gate story (everything factually 
sourced), I have become more and more convinced that the enemy Trump is 
defeating through Devolution is an enemy that has sought control over the 
world population for centuries, if not longer. We’re simply facing the 
modern day version of the same invisible enemy. 


This is a story about Prussia. The once great empire that is no more - or at least 
officially. As Comte de Mirabeau quoted: “Prussia is not a nation with an army, bur an 
army that controls nations.” Prussia was never anything other than an ideology of War 
against all that it could not control. From the lands the Teutonic Knights had tamed, 
Prussia used shrewd methods of diplomatic espionage, carried out by its ambassadors 
and industrialists. Prussia sought to destroy everything it could not control via 


campaigns of “comply or die. Prussian time frames are measured in centuries. 
As one US President once said, it “was a Big Idea, a New World Order’. 


At the helm of Prussia sat the mighty Hohenzollern family. By 1871, after centuries of 


militancy and compliant citizenry, they were no-longer just the Kings of Prussia; they 





were the | and the Princes of Orange, along with many other 


monarchs they controlled. Having spent centuries of practising their tactic of 


"infiltration instead of invasion’, Prussia was gaining control of the modern World. 








COntTOILErSOP Global COFPOFALIONS, There was nothing they could not influence or 


control, 


This battle we are watching unfold isn’t merely Democrat vs. Republican. 
There is a global network of individuals, corporations, NGOs, and think 
tanks operating behind the scenes and puppeteering the political landscape 
and this is what Trump is seeking to dismantle. In this article I’m going 
introduce you to an individual that is connected with each of the major 
battles Trump faced in his first term. 


My goal is not to make accusations, but to share what I have learned. By 
now, it has become clear that there are many well-connected individuals in 
numerous organizations that have played instrumental roles in these political 


assaults, but one individual in particular stands out to me. It’s my hope that 
by the end of this article, I will have explained how this individual is 
different and how he appears to have a direct connection to the “Prussia 
Gate” story. Of course, some of the information I’m going to present has 
already been dismissed as “conspiracy theories” by the mainstream media, 
but my goal is not to weigh in on any “theory,” it is to present the facts. 


Deep(State) Connections 


The “Deep State” is very real. My entire goal for this article was to see if it 
was possible to find the connection between the four main “battles” waged 
against Trump. We all assumed they were connected, but my goal was to 
specifically find out how. These are the 4 main “battles” I considered: 


1. Spygate 

2. Ukraine Impeachment 
3. Covid-19 

4. The 2020 Election 


As I was looking at each of the above from a 40,000 ft view, a specific name 
kept showing up. That name is David Rubenstein, one of the co-founders of 


The Carlyle Group. Allow me to introduce him to you. 


David Rubenstein 





Mr. Rubenstein is a Co-Founder and Non-Executive Co-Chairman of the Board. He was 


elected to our Board of Directors effective July 18, 2011. Previously, Mr. Rubenstein 


Prior to forming Carlyle in 1987, Mr. Rubenstein practiced law in Washington, D.C. with 
Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge LLP (now Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP). 
From 1977 to 1981, Mr. Rubenstein was Deputy Assistant to the President for Domestic 
Policy. From 1975 to 1976, he served as Chief Counsel to the U.S. Senate Judiciary 
Committee's Subcommittee on Constitutional Amendments. From 1973 to 1975, Mr. 
Rubenstein practiced law in New York with Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison 


LLP. 


The Carlyle Group 


Before we do a deep dive into Mr. Rubenstein himself, I’d like to discuss the 
company he co-founded, The Carlyle Group. 


The Carlyle Group is an American multinational private equity, alternative asset 
management and financial services corporation. It specializes in privaté equity, real assets, 


and vate credit ene ene en enemies 


according to the PEI 300 index though by 2020 it had 





slipped into second place Fl 


Founded in 1987 in Washington, D.C., by William E. Conway Jr, Daniel A. D'Aniello, and 
David Rubenstein, the company today has more than 1,975 employees in 31 offices on six 
continents. On May 3, 2012, Carlyle completed a US$700 million initial public offering and 
began trading on the NASDAQ stock exchange. 


The first thing that struck me was how The Carlyle Group used political 
relationships for financial gain. Note that while Obama was President, 
Carlyle became the largest private equity firm by capital raised over 
previous five years. Those political relationships were not bound by a mere 
party label, either. Here is an article from World Socialist Website from 


May of 2001: 


The incestuous ties between the Bush administration and the corporate world are 
highlighted by its relationship with the Carlyle Group, a leading private equity firm. 


Private equity companies buy undervalued businesses and then resell them for a 
profit. It is a highly profitable held open to only the wealthiest players. It has returned 
all average profit of 34 percent per year over the past decade. 


The Carlyle Group became a major force on the world financial scene by employing 
prominent ex-officeholders, such as former President George Bush, to provide a foot in 
the door to government ministries around the world. 


Recent activities of the senior Bush include a meeting last fall with King Fahd of Saudi 
Arabia. Bush also met with the prime minister of South Korea and other government 
officials, paving the way for Carlyle to acquire KorAm Bank, considered an important 
prize because of its relatively strong financial position. Each speech he gives on behalf 
of Carlyle generally nets the former president $80,000 to $100,000. 


Carlyle's ties to the Bush family date back more than a decade. In 1990 Carlyle placea 
George W. Bush on the board of directors of one of its subsidiaries, Caterair, an airline 
catering company. 


Charles Lewis, executive director of the Center for Public Integrity, commented, 
“Carlyle is as deeply wired into the current administration as they can possibly be. 
George Bush is getting money from private interests that have business before the 
government, while his son is president. And, in a really peculiar way, George W, Bush 
could, some day, benefit financially from his own administration's decisions, through 
his father's investments,” 


A clip from a March of 2016 Pro Publica article: 

Carlyle struggled in its first several years, making an unsuccessful venture into airline 
food, with Caterair, and losing a bid for the restaurant chain Chi-Ch's. In 1990, though, 
the focus on Washington paid off. Thanks mainly to Carlucci, Carlyle was able to buy 
BDM, Ford Aerospace's defense consultancy, which was the first of many military- 
industrial investments. (Seven years later, having expanded BDM's operations into Saudi 


Arabia, Carlyle sold the consultancy, making a 650-per-cent profit.| 


Two members of the George H.W. Bush administration, Richard Darman, the budget 
director, and James Baker III, the Secretary of State, joined Carlyle when they left the 
government. In the late 1990s, the ex-President himself came on board and helped 
position the firm to win a bidding war for one of South Korea's top banks. The firm 
branched out into new industries, buying ownership stakes in Dunkin’ Donuts and Hertz, 


among many others. 


In 2007, Carlyle’s twentieth anniversary, the firm managed $75 billion in assets, and 
Rubenstein made his debut on the Forbes 400 list. By 2009, Carlyle’s portfolio included 
$1.5 billion from the New York State pension fund. According to an investigation that year 
by Andrew Cuomo, then the state attorney general, the pension money had been obtained 
In part through improper payments to middlemen by a Carlyle affiliate. Though Carlyle 


was not accused of any wrongdoing, it agreed to pay $20 million to resolve the matter. 





() VER THE YEARS, Rubenstein’s Democratic allegiance has loosened. In 1990, Carlyle 
put George W. Bush, who had just lett the oll business in Texas, on the Caterair 
board. In the late nineties, Rubenstein and Rogoff still hosted the Carters at their 
Nantucket vacation home, but they more often socialized with George and Barbara Bush. 
In 2000, Rubenstein, Rogoff, and their three children (two daughters and a son, now 
grown} accompanied Barbara Bush and her grandchildren on a safari. That same year, 
Rubenstein and Rogoff attended Barbara Bush's 75th-birthday party, in Kennebunkport. 
Rubenstein has admitted that his relationship with the Bush family atfected his politics, 
but he also developed strong ties with the Clinton administration. In 2001, Carlyle hired 
two former Clinton officials — the chairmen of the Federal Communications Commission 
and the Securities and Exchange Commussion. For years, Rubenstein has refrained from 
contributing to political campaigns, and Carlyle has never formed a political-action 
committee. Rubenstein told Reuters in 2012, “I don't really try to get involved politically by 
giving money to politicians or by saying I'm a Democrat or Republican. Right now, I just 
view myself as an American.” Last year, when President Obama visited Anchorage, he had 


dinner with Rogoff at her home. 


Alaska seems like a long way for Obama to go for a dinner party, no? We’ll 
revisit that Rogoff-Obama dinner later in this article. 


Here is some of The Carlyle Group investments. A few things here stick out 
to me as very odd. 


Carlyle developed a reputation for acquiring businesses related to the 
defense industry. In 1992, Carlyle completed the acquisition of the Electronics 
division of General Dynamics Corporation, renamed GDE Systems, a 
producer of military electronics systems.'"*! Cariyle would sell the business to 
Tracor in October 1994!"*! Cartyle acquired Magnavox Electronic Systems, 
the military communications and electronic-warfare systems segment of 
Magnavox, from Philips Electronics in 1993!"*! Cartyle sold Magnavox for 





about $370 million to Hughes Aircraft Company in 1995. Carlyle also invested 
2 | in Vought Aircraft through a partnership with Northrop Grumman. "*! Cariyle's 
investment in the defense industry, was | _ 
cancelled in May 2002! most notable defense industry investment came in October 1997 with its 


acquisition of United Defense Industries! The $850 million acquisition of 


United Defense represented Carlyle's largest investment to that point 1" 


by United Defense, Carlyle’s largest 


= then sold the rest 
of the stock in April 2004 !"*) In more recent years, Cariyle has invested less in the defense industry."™! 


CCariye's 2001 investor conference fo0k place on Septemiper 14) 2001, In the weeks following the meeting it was 
reported that Shafig bin Laden, a member ofthe Bin Laden family ad been the "quest ofhonor’, and that they were 
investors in Carle managed funds. 201212524 Later reports confirmed that the Bin Laden family had invested $2 
million into Carlyle's $4.3 billion Carlyle Partners II Fund in 1995, making the family relatively small investors with the 
firm. However, their overall investment might have been considerably larger, with the $2 million committed in 1995 
only being an intial contribution that grew over time! These connections would later be profiled in Michael Moore's 
Fahrenheit 917. The Bin Laden family liquidated its holdings in Cariyle's funds in October 2001, just after the 
september 11 attacks, when the connection of their family name to the Carlyle Group's name became impoltic 2 


To recap with a brief timeline: 


e October, 1997 - Carlyle acquires United Defense 
Industries for $850 million, their largest investment to that 
point. 


e September 11, 2001 - Carlyle holds their investor 
conference, naming one investor, Shafiq Bin Laden, as 
their “guest of honor.” Note the Bin Laden family had 
invested $2 million into the “Carlyle Partners II Fund.” 

I'll be coming back to that fund again later. 


e September 11, 2001 - World Trade Center terrorist attacks 
leading the United States into the “War on Terror.” 


e October 2001 - Bin Laden liquidates holdings in Carlyle 
funds. 


e December, 2001 - Carlyle completes an IPO of United 
Defense on the NYSE. 


e May, 2005 - Carlyle sells UDI to BAE for $4 Billion. 
Carlyle Profits nearly $3.2 billion with the sale. 


Obviously, the optics from the above timeline don’t look great, particularly 
when one considers Carlyle’s ties to the Bush family. Again, however, it’s 
not my goal to draw conclusions 1n this article, it’s only to point out the 
facts. One might be tempted to chalk up such circumstances to 
“coincidence,” except this isn’t the only time that the Carlyle Group has had 
situations involving such bad optics. 


Before moving on to other such “coincidences,” it’s necessary give the 
Carlyle Group more context, and there are a few specific investments that 
the Carlyle Group received very early on that certainly raise some red flags. 
I’ve chosen to focus only on these because they are relevant to Trump’s time 
in office, but there is so much more that you can find here: The Iron 


Triangle - Inside the Secret World of the Carlyle Group 

February 1991—Prince Alwaleed of Saudi Arabia buys $590 million of 
stock in Citicorp, America’s largest bank. Carlyle brokers the deal 
and gains a reputation as the merchant bank of choice for wealthy 
Saudis, 


September 1993—Carlyle snags its highest profile investor to date when 
George Soros invests $100 million in Carlyle Partners lly a fund that 
would go on to become the biggest and most successful of all Carlyle's 
funds. 


We don’t need to go over Soros since most of us are already very familiar 
with him, but the Alwaleed connection is interesting. In May of 2017, 
Donald Trump made his first official foreign trip as President to visit Saudi 
Arabia, and in early November of 2017, Prince Alwaleed Bin Talal was 


arrested for corruption. 


audi Prince Alwaleed bin Talal, one of the world’s richest men, knows a thing or two about 

luxury hotels. He owns the Savoy, in London, and a big chunk ot the Plaza Hotel, in New 

York, (as well as a stake in the Plaza’s condominiums.) Together with Bill Gates, the co- 
founder of Microsoft, he owns the Four Seasons Hotels and Resorts Company. He also owns the 
George V, in Paris. He bought it in 1006 for $175 million and spent another $125 million renovating tt. 
He has since boasted to me that it is worth $1.5 billion. When I interviewed Alwaleed a few years ago 
for a profile in Vanity Fawr, we met for the first time in the lobby of the Plaza, halt of which he had 
commandeered for his considerable entourage. His gorgeous fourth wite, whom he has since divorced, 
was there, too, with her entourage. The second time we met was in the lobby of the George V. He was 


in command there, too. 


Unfortunately for Prince Alwaleed, whose net worth 1s around $20 billion these days, one of the 
luxury hotel chains he does not have an ownership stake in, the Ritz-Carlton, 1s where he has been 
holed up in Riyadh against his will since Saturday, under house arrest, as part of Saudi Crown Prince 
Mohammed bin Salman’s sweeping (and shocking) power grab. Alwaleed is one of 11 Saudi 
princes, four ministers, and many other former ministers, who have been ordered arrested under the 
guise of the anti-corruption campaign. According to Reuters, he has been charged with money 
laundering, bribery, and extortion. “The homeland will not exist unless corruption is uprooted and the 
corrupt are held accountable,” Saudi King Salman decreed on Saturday before appointing his favorite 
son to head up an anti-corruption task force, which then ordered the arrests. 


There is one more story about Carlyle Group regarding the disappearance of 
Malaysia Airlines MH 370 that might distract from the trajectory of this 
article if I attempt to include a full summary of it here. The conclusion some 
have come to is that they may have financially benefited from the 
disappearance of the airplane. I would urge you to look into the story and 
decide for yourself. 


Alice Nicole Rogoff 


Alice Rogoff married David Rubenstein in 1983 and they were divorced in 
December of 2017. Alice has her own interesting connections. 


And so, with financier and child molester Jeffrey Epstein dead in an apparent 
suicide, an investigation into his sordid sex life is reported to be shifting toward 


Alice Rogoff’s old, Iditarod trail mate: Ghislaine Maxwell. 


Yes, one of the biggest stories in the country at the moment has an Alaska 


connection. 


“Socialite Ghislaine Maxwell dishes on icy travels” is how the New York Post’s Page 
Six gossip column reported the Brit’s Iditarod exploits in 2014. 


“After interior decorator Geoffrey Bradfield told of a scary car crash in Pakistan, 
and art collector Stephanie Zuellig discussed the happy cows on her farm in 
Switzerland,” wrote Richard Johnson, “Maxwell — the daughter of British press 
baron Robert Maxwell — said she had just returned from Alaska’s Iditarod dog sled 


race. 


“Maxwell traveled across hundreds of miles of icy wilderness to the finish line in 
Nome, where thousands of fans of ‘the last great race’ cheered on the mushers and 


their dogs.” 


Unmentioned was Mawell’s host, a one time Washington, D.C. socialite turned 
majority owner of AlaskaDispatch.com, an online news site. Rogoff was at the time 
of the 2014 Iditarod also in negotiations to buy the Anchorage Daily News from 
The McClatchy Company, a California-based newspaper chain with big financial 


troubles that continue to this day. 


Rogoff bought the newspaper not long after the Iditarod ended that year and ran it 
into bankruptcy by the summer of 2017. She has now largely disappeared from the 
Alaska scene and could not be reached for comment. But her former business 


partner, Tony Hopfinger, well remembers meeting Maxwell. 


The AlaskaDispatch.com co-founder was Rogott’s business partner, editor of 
Alaska Dispatch and fora time the editor of Rogott’s version of ADN.com, which 
Rogoff renamed Alaska Dispatch News. 


Ina message In response to questions today, Hopfinger said he encountered 
Maxwell in the isolated, Bering Sea coastal village of Unalakleet, population 700, 
when she climbed aboard one of Rogoff’s two, $1 million Cessna 206 aircraft. 
Rogoff was at the time aboard plane #2 with the pilot anda Dispatch News 


reporting crew covering the race. 


“Maxwell, Kylea (Hoptinger’s tance), and [flew with (pilot) Paul Anderson to 
White Mountain,” Hoptinger said. “During the tlight, Maxwell bragged about her 
life, everything from her nonprofit to the places she'd visited to the fact that she 
knew how to fly a helicopter. Kylea and I sat in the back while she talked to Paul, at 
times flirting with him. We listened to her and Paul on the plane’s headphones. At 
one point, she told Paul she learned how to fly helicopters from an ex-boyfriend 
who had served in the IDF (Israeli Defense Force) and Mossad,” the Israeli 


intelligence agency. 


Alice also hosted Barack Obama in August of 2015: 


The motorcade left the highway at Dimond Boulevard and drove to a private dinner hosted by Rogoff, 


the Alaska Dispatch News publisher. 


Rogoff, who has been acquainted with the president for several years, described it as a private dinner 
featuring an Alaska-grown menu. She did not disclose who attended the dinner or how many guests were 


invited. 


"Itwas a chance for the president to have a conversation with a diverse group of Alaskans,’ Rogoff said. 
Because it was a private dinner, no guest list will be distributed, she sald. She described It as a ‘non- 


political event.’ 


Before we get back to more of David Rubenstein, let’s do a brief summary 
of what we have learned so far: 
e David Rubenstein co-founded The Carlyle Group 


e The Carlyle group has powerful bipartisan political 
connections 


e Carlyle group has a few “shady” but relevant (to our 
story) investors (Soros & Alwaleed) 


e Carlyle group has an optics “problem” (United Defense 
investment and 9/11) 


e Rubenstein’s ex wife is connected to Ghislane Maxwell 


e Rubenstein’s ex wife hosted Barack Obama for a private 
dinner in 2015 


If you’re like me, your “spidey senses” are already tingling at this point too, 
but this is just the beginning of the web that David Rubenstein weaves. Let’s 
continue. 

David Rubenstein Affiliations 


It’s now important to take a look at the long list of David Rubenstein’s 


affiliations where we start to see some familiar left wing organizations come 
into the picture: 


Atfihations |edit} 
+ Brookings Institution - Former Co-Chairman"! Chairman Emeritus 


¢ The Carlyle Group - Co-Founder and Co-Chairman” 

+ Council on Foreign Relations - Chairman’ 

» The Economic Club of Washington D.C. - President!" 

+ Harvard Global Advisory Council - Chairman!**! 

e Harvard University - Harvard President Drew Faust named David Rubinstein a Fellow of 
Harvard College on May 25, 2046, the evening before their 2016 Commencement. He 
started his term in July 2017.4 

+ Harvard Corporation - Member! 

e Institute for Advanced Study - Trustee!** 

+ Johns Hopkins Medicine - Trustee!" 

+ Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts+ Chairman’! 

+ (Lincoln Center for the!Pertorming/Arts'- Director!*! former Vice Chairman 

¢ \lemorial Sloan-Kettering Cancer Center - Trustee 

+ National Gallery of Art - Trustee 


é National Park Foundation - Major donor 





¢ National Constitution Center - Director 


« Smithsonian Institution - Chairmant'”"! 


¢ University of Chicago - Trustee, alumnus!!! 


+ World Economic Forum Board Member" 


e Library of Congress - Madison Council (Chairman}*! 


¢ American Academy of Aris & Sciences, Board Member 


+ Bloomberg Television - Peer to Peer Conversations — The David Rubenstein Show!!”* 


Ties to the CCP 


Before digging into the above organizations, there is one advisory board 
Rubenstein is on that for some reason isn’t listed above. It can instead be 
found in his bio on The Carlyle Group's website: 


Council, Board of Dean’s Advisors of the Business School at Harvard, Advisory Board 


of the School of Economics and Management at Tsinghua University, and Board of the 


World Economic Forum Global Shapers Community. 


Here is a photo of Rubenstein presenting at a 2015 Advisory Board meeting 
at Tsinghua University: 





Ty hy , ifioris elak pa 
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The 2015 Advisory Board Meeting was chaired by Mr. David M. Rubenstein, Chairman of Tsinghua SEM 
Advisory Board, Co-Founder and Co-CEQO. The Carlyle Group 


In June of 2012, the Epoch Times published an article on Tsinghua 
University: 


Ata recent forum titled Party 
Construction in Higher Education 
hosted by the elite Beijing 
institution, Tsinghua University, 
Chinese vice-president and 
predicted successor to the head of 
the Chinese Communist Party 
(CCP), Xi Jinping appeared as the 





main speaker. During his speech, X1 
Tsinghua University’s Grand Auditorium, Bejing, Ching.  €Mphasized the need to “nurture 
(Wikimedia Commons) reliable successors” (to the Party 
leadership). 


- 4 ‘ : F S 
Many of the major players in the CCP are graduates of Tsinghua University 


including both the current Chinese leader Hu Jintao and his successor Xi 
Tifiping, They comprise the so-called “Tsinghua clique.” Xi graduated from the 
School of Humanities and Social Sciences as a Marxist Theory and Ideological 
and Political Education major. 


Since the 1950s, some of the most powerful men on the Chinese political scene 
are Tsinghua graduates: Former Vice Premier Yao Yilin, former Premier Zhu 
Rongji, and the high-level official from Gansu Province who was Hu Jintao’s 
mentor, Song Ping. Current powerful officials include Wu Bangguo, the 
chairman of the Standing Committee of the National Peoples Congress, and Wu 
Guanzheng, former head of the CCP’s corruption investigation entity. 


The Australian Strategic Policy Institute’s International Cyber Policy Centre 
has a dedicated program that specifically track’s “China’s Defense 
Universities.” This is how the they describe Tsinghua University: 

Tsinghua University is designated very high risk for its high level of defence research and alleged 


involvement in cyber attacks. 


Tsinghua University is considered Chinas leading university in science and technology. Orten characterized as ‘Chinas MIT, 
Tsinghua is highly ranked globally, while also being the alma mater of numerous Chinese leaders, including Xi Jinping. 
Tsinghua has been included in numerous Chinese educational initiatives, including acting as a Class A institution in the 
Double First-Class University Plan and with membership in Chinas C9 League. As of spring 2018, Tsinghua University had 
390 research institutions operating across a range of fields, ! 
Tsinghua engages in a range of military research and was awarded secret-level security credentials for classified research in 
2007. 4 In advancing military-civl fusion, Tsinghua also continues its ‘ine tradition’ of serving Chinas national security and 
defense, actively creating new platforms and initiatives to support this strategy. "! Not only its dedicated defence 
laboratories but also a range of key laboratories and research institutions at the university have received funding from the 


military, !! Since at least 2012, Tsinghua has also been jointly supervised by defence industry agency SASTIND as part of a 


Tsinghua defence research covers areas such as artificial intelligence, ait-to-air missiles, navigation technology, instrument 


science and materials science. 


The university trains students for Chinas nuclear weapons program, military and defence industry. In 2014 it signed a 


strategic cooperation agreement with the Chinese Academy of Engineering Physics (CAEP)—Chinas nuclear weapons 


research collaboration and equioment sharing, 


Just so we’re clear, David Rubenstein chairs an advisory board for Tsinghua 
University in China. This is the university that Xi Jinping graduated from 
and is the premier training university for future leaders of the CCP. This 
connection is massive. We will touch on it again when we discuss the 
Covid-19 pandemic and Rubenstein’s connection to it. The picture below 
was taken in October 23, 2013. 


can 


In September of 2015, Barack Obama hosted a state dinner at the White 
House honoring Chinese President Xi Jinping. Here is a link to the guest list 
which is worth scrolling through. I could argue that this entire list is the 
roster for the deep state. Rubenstein and his (then) wife Alice were in 
attendance. 





Ties to Jeffrey Epstein 


Rubenstein also has a few ties to Jeffrey Epstein (in addition to his wife 
Alice Rogoff and her own connection to Ghislane Maxwell). First, both 
Rubenstein and Epstein were members of the Trilateral Commission. 


The Trilateral Commission is a non-governmental discussion group 
founded by David Rockefeller in July 1973 to foster closer cooperation 
between Japan, Western Europe and North America 4! 


+ {JtfeVEDSten] former hedge fund manager convicted of sex traficking in 2008, described as “an enthusiastic member ofthe Trilateral Commission” in 2002!7%° 1 

« Laurence "Lamy" Fink, CFR board member, BlackRock CEO since 1988, WEF trustee!"*1?*I34K#4 

+ George $. Franklin, executive director of the Council on Foreign Relations 1953-1971 125126191 

¢ Richard Gardner, Columbia law professor, U.S. Ambassador to Spain 1993-1997, U.S. Ambassador to Italy 1977-19815 

+ David Gergen, Harvard Kennedy School professor, adviser to Nixon, Ford, Reagan, Clinton, commentator for CNN 'SH°S12140 

¢ Jamie S. Gorelick, partner at WilmerHale, U.S. Deputy Attorney General 1994-1997, General Counsel of DoD 1993-1994, defended BP after 2010 oil spill, 9/11 Commiss 
¢ Donald E. Graham, Graham Holdings chair since 2013, Washington Post publisher 1979-2000, Pulitzer Prize board 1999-2008, Facebook board 2009-2015, Bilderberg 

ABA The Glodaist wrter, former Senior Director for Europe and Russia of the NSC!*21'514! 

+ Carla Anderson Hils, CFR co-chair 2007-2017, U.S. HUD Secretary 1975-1977, U.S. Trade Representative 1989-1993") 

+ Christopher B. Howard, Robert Morris University president since 2016, CFR, Rhodes scholar, Harvard Board of Overseers, Aspen Strategy Group® 


+ Vivian Hunt, British businesswoman and partner at McKinsey 
+ Samuel P. Huntington, former director of Harvard's Center for International Affairs, former White House Coordinator of Security Planning for the National Security Council 


+ David Ignatius, Washington Post journalist, Body of Lies author, Aspen Strategy Group) 2" 
« Ken Juster, U.S. Ambassador to India 
« John Kingman, British businessman and chairman at Legal & General 


+ Henry Kissinger KCMG, National Security Adviser 1969-1975, U.S. Secretary of State 1973-1977, first chair of the 9/11 Commission Nov-Dec. 2002, author of NSS Mer 
Atlantic Council board!24X SIS] 4614714) 


« Max Kohnstamm, European Policy Centre! 

+ Jovan Kovacic, East West Bridge founder and president? 

+ Nicholas D. Kristof, New York Times columnist, Aspen Strategy Group member, Rhodes scholar =1*SIS015tl:2 

¢ Judith A. "Jami" Miscik, CFR vice chair, CIA Deputy Director for Intelligence 2002-2005, Global Head of Sovereign Risk at Lehman Brothers 2005-2008, PIAB chair 2014 
+ Andrea Mitchell NBC News journalist, spouse of Alan Greenspant"= 

+ Walter Mondale,"*l vpotus 1977-1984, candidate in 1984 presidential election 

+ John Negroponte, U.S. Deputy Secretary of State 2007-2009, UN Ambassador 2001-2004, first Director of National Intelligence 2005-2007, subject of The Ambassador, 
+ Joseph Nye, former U.S. Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs, Atlantic Council board 4125125 

+ Meghan O'Sulivan, Trilateral Commission North American chair, CFR board, Aspen Strategy Group! 


+ Henry D. Owen, foreign policy studies director at the Brookings Institution'”!> 
» Stephen Peel, British private equity investor 
+ Edwin Reischauer, Harvard professor and U.S. Ambassador to Japan, 1961-1966"! 


+ David RUbeRsteIN) CFR chai, Carlyle Group founder, namesake of HKS building, WEF trustee, Aspen Strategy Group 2U'SI2SIsshs4 


There is also this story from the Mockingbird Paper outlining an Epstein 
connection to the Carlyle Group through Les Wexner. 


While Epstein was managing Wexner's money it would have been hard for him not to notice that the latter's company was importing 
clothing from Hon Kong on an airline run by the CIA. Southern Air Transport has a long history of drug smuggling going back to Vietnam 
era. It's regularly scheduled flights from Hon Kong for The Limited were the cornerstone of the local development push to convert 
Rickenbacker Air Base to Rickenbacker Airport in the 1990s. Souther Air Transport also operated the C-123 Globemaster that was shot 
down in Nicaragua, an event which touched off the Iran-Contra revelations. 





At the same time that Rickenbacker became a transport hub for cargo carried by ClA backed airline that was both known to smuggle 
drugs and involved in the Iran-Contra affair, Wexner's connections to organized crime were named in a Columbus Police intelligence 
report. A trucking company linked to the mob was also named in that report. That trucking company carried up thirty percent of The 
Limited's ground cargo. The CIA handled the air cargo, the mob handled the ground cargo and Epstein balanced the books. This peculiar 
set of business arrangements seem to shed light on the need for multiple armored Mercedes and phones that go to command centers. 


Souther Air Transport ran into money trouble and it's route was taken over by Evergreen Aviation, which also had a history of 
connection fo the CIA. Evergreen, despite it's own recent financial problems. still keeps one Boeing 747 in Columbus and still maintains 
regular service to Hon Kong. The only terminal that can serve that aircraft is owned by Landmark Aviation. 

Landmark Aviation’s core business |s fixed base operations, or FBOs. An FBQ is a sort of private air terminal, fueling and maintenance 
facility for charter, business and private aircraft. Some FBQs are very bare bones. Landmark's Columbus FBO is a posh facility with 
showers, conference rooms, a dedicated concierge and even ts own Customs Inspection. 








Landmark Aviation was alleged to have been the FBO of choice for the CIA's extraordinary rendition program, known as the “torture taxi.” 
Under that program, people were kidnapped, flown to black sites around the globe and tortured for months or years. European 
governments were aware of this program and some even issued arrest warrants for CIA officers involved. 











Landmark Aviation cleaned up its image somewhat since the revelations. It was sold and split with FBO operations being put into 
trusteeship. One of those trustees was former CIA director James Slesinger. It was later sold to the Bush family friendly Carlyle Group 


Landmark Aviation took over it's Columbus Customs facility from Lane Aviation less than a year after the latter opened it in partnership 
with former. Epstein's phone book listed Lane Aviation as the sole FBO in Columbus. If is not known if he still uses it, but Landmark's 
facility dogs have more posh amenities fit for billionaires, princes, presidents and spies. 





The allegations being leveled against Epstein include trafficking minors for sex across international boundaries. The logistics of getting a 
minor across a border for such purposes would be much less complicated with the help of a Customs facility located in a friendly private 
facility operated by a company familiar with covert operations and making people disappear. Epstein is clearly no stranger to navigating 

that Social space. Landmark even offers valet parking for the armored Mercedes. 


The Brookings Institution 


Now let’s look at the Brookings Institution a little closer since they will 
come up a few times as we move forward. Rubenstein served as the co-chair 
of the board of trustees for the Brookings Institution starting in March of 
2014 - and currently serves as the Chair Emeritus. In March of 2017 
Rubenstein gave $20 million to the Brookings Institution. 


The Brookings Institution has announced a gitt of $20 million over six years trom board 
co-chair David M. Rubenstein to establish a fellowship program and provide support for 


its Foreign Policy program. 


In June of 2017, Forbes published an article that was very critical of the 
Brookings Institutions funding and operations: 


According to Brookings, its mission is to “conduct in-depth research 
that leads to new ideas for solving problems facing society at the 
local, national and global level.” Brookings says it values the 
independence of its scholars and prides itself on “open-minded” 


inquiry. 


Yet, public spending records captured by our organization at 
OpenTheBooks.com tell a somewhat different story. Rather than 
focusing on “open-minded” inquiry, Brookings seems swayed by 
“open-wallet” inquiry. In many cases, Brookings doesn’t resemble a 
think tank, but a jukebox — add a little coin and Brookings will play 


your tune, if the price is right. 


And these aren’t just dollars provided by private donors -- these are 


your tax dollars funding partisan advocacy projects and papers. 


Since 2008, Brookings amassed nearly $20 million in contracts and 
grants from 50 agencies — including the Obama Administration’s 
Office of the President. Despite assets of $496 million (IRS990, 
FY2014), our OpenTheBooks.com audit shows it was not enough. 
Brookings instituted an aggressive strategy to pursue federal 


business over the past nine-years. 


We found examples of public funding suggesting that Brookings is 
less of a think tank and more of a public affairs shop for 


establishment-left donors and allied government officials: 


e Billed $1.8 million to the Agency for International 
Development (USAID) in taxpayer-funded grants to provide 
generic ‘humanitarian assistance.’ In 2016, Brookings 
published a white paper funded by the Bill and Melinda Gates 
Foundation and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Denmark 
touting the veracity of the USAID public/private partnerships. 
But, Brookings paper did not disclose its conflict-of-interest -- 
USAID direct funding of the organization during the period 


covered by the study. 


e $1.2 million in grants (2008-2018) flowing from the National 
Science Foundation into the Brookings vertical “Brookings 
Papers On Economic Activity” — an academic journal 
published twice a year on a range of macroeconomic topics 


impacting public policy debates. 


e $719,102 in grants (2009-2011) from the Department of 
Energy flowed to Brookings for their “climate and energy 
economic policy research.” This Brookings project advocates a 
domestic cap-and-trade tax and thanks California for taxing 


carbon. 


e $25,000 in National Endowment of the Arts grants (2013) 
funded Brookings for “promotion of the arts.” Presto! 
Brookings published research on the Arts and Economic 
Development. If taxpayers want a copy of the report, 


Brookings sells it for $30.99. 


Certainly it seems Brookings feels justified to every dime of its federal 
contracts and grants. Here are some more examples of the federal 


transfer to Brookings: 


¢ Reaped $1.7 million from Health and Human Services (HHS) 
mostly for “training seminars.” Every dollar paid to Brookings 
was a dollar not available to provide better care for vulnerable 


patients. 


¢ The Food and Drug Administration paid $4.6 million in grant 
funding to Brookings. Its primary role? Official convener of 


active medical product surveillance discussions. 


In America, any organization has a right to seek funding to advance 
the causes it supports. But when an organization seeks $20 million in 
public funding, taxpayers have a right to ask whether that 
organization is advancing the public’s interest or the narrow partisan 
interests of its donors and friends in power. 


In January of 2016 the Ron Paul Institute published an article connecting the 
Brookings Institution to The Carlyle Group. It’s one of the best ones I found 
— specifically with its relevance to Ukraine. 


And then, of course, there's the secretive but proudly profit-making, part of 
this operation, where the really big money is made, and billionaires become 
multibillionaires. 


Public Integrity’s report, “Investing in War: The Carlyle Group profits from 
government and conflict” observes that, “From its founding in 1987, the 
Carlyle Group has pioneered investing in the defense and national security 
markets, and through its takeover of companies with billions of dollars in 
defense contracts became one of the US military's top vendors.” Carlyle Group 
is now “the largest private equity firm in the world" as a result of such things 
as the 2003 invasion of Irag, and the burgeoning terrorism and military 
responses to that - also profitable - which have followed in its wake. For 
example, ISIS started in Iraq in 2006, and has been a boon to Carlyle Group, as 
the US drops bombs to address that problem. 


The military conflicts in Ukraine are also profitable to them, because that's 
now yet another place where the US sends weapons and advisors, after 
Obama's February 2014 coup in Ukraine turned that country into a US satellite 
against its neighbor Russia - which it hadn't previously been - thus extending 
the US aristocracy's control even further. 


In 2003, Dan Briody’s exposé “The Iron Triangle: Inside the Secret World of the 
Carlyle Group" described how the former Wall Street lawyer and advisor to US 
President Jimmy Carter, David L Rubenstein, teamed up briefly with Stephen L 
Norris, a senior executive of the Republican firm, Marriott Corporation, to 
create Carlyle Group, and to bring in as its leader the Republican Frank 
Carlucci, who had been US President Ronald Reagan's last Secretary of 
Defense and who privatized much of the Pentagon's operation to Booze Allen 
Hamilton and other large firms. Carlucci brought in Reagan-Bush friend Fred 
Malek, and then George Herbert Walker Bush, George W. Bush, James Baker, 
Richard Darman, Fidel Ramos, John Major, and other believers in privatizing 
government and whose friends included many of the people to whom it 
became privatized. These people all live by their networking, and by the 
revolving door between private contractors and “public servants." 


The "Annual Report 2015" from the Brookings Institution, opens with the “Co- 
Chairs’ Message” on page 2, which is signed by Brookings's co-chairmen, David 
L Rubenstein and John L Thornton. Thornton is a former Chairman of 
Goldman Sachs. Cheng Li is the Director of the John L Thornton China Center 
at the Brookings Institution, and he attended the super-secretive Bilderberg 
meetings both in 2012 and in 2014, and so might have been Thornton's agent 
there. Peter Sutherland, the Chairman of Goldman Sachs International, was 
also there. The main topic at the 2014 meeting was the war in Ukraine, but 
other wars were also on the agenda, such as Syria, and so were President 
Obama's "trade" treaties: TPP, TTIP, and TISA. Other luminaries present at 
those secret discussions were Timothy Geithner, Eric Schmidt, Robert Rubin, 
Lawrence Summers, Charles Murray, etc., and Europeans such as Christine 
Lagarde and Anders Fogh Rasmussen. Perhaps some sales were made. In 
2013, Jeff Bezos and Donald Graham met at the Bilderberg conference, and 
two months later, Bezos agreed to buy the Washington Post from Graham. 
Less than a year after that, Bezos’s Amazon won the CIA-NSA cloud computing 
contract, vital to the US military. Bezos’'s most profitable operation has 
allegedly been that military contract, and the money-losing Washington Post is 
a longstanding supporter of US armed invasions, which require lots of cloud 
computing. For example, the WP was gung-ho for regime-change in Iraq in 
2002, as well as, more recently, for bombing Libya, Syria, and the bombing in 
Ukraine's civil war after the coup. 


That Annual Report lists ten donors who gave “$2,000,000 and Above" during 
the prior year; and one of them was David M Rubenstein, and another was 
John L Thornton. Another was “Embassy of the State of Qatar,” Qatar being the 
fundamentalist Sunni chief financial backer of the fundamentalist Sunni 
Muslim Brotherhood, and also one of the two chief funders of the jihadist 
groups that are trying to take over the non-sectarian but mainly Shiite-ruled 
Syrian government. The Thani family that own Qatar want to run a pipeline 
through Syria, but they can't do that unless a fundamentalist Sunni 
government takes over Syria. Also, the US takeover of Ukraine disrupts 
Russia’s pipelining gas to Europe, which pipelines run mainly through Ukraine. 
So, Brookings is a major PR agency for that goal of boosting gas-sales by the 
Thanis, and cutting gas-sales by Russia. 


During February 2015, Brookings issued a report from their team of Ivo 
Daalder, Michele Flournoy, John Herbst, Jan Lodal, Steven Pifer, James 
Stavridis, Strobe Talbott, and Charles Wald, titled “Preserving Ukraine's 
Independence, Resisting Russian Aggression," and it urged President Obama 
to increase the supply of US weapons to the civil war in Ukraine. Strobe 
Talbott is the President of the Brookings Institution, and he is a lifelong hater 
of Russia and of Russians; so, maybe he actually enjoys this shoddy shilling for 
mass-killing. 


Let’s take a moment to add 3 new items to our recap list before moving on: 


e David Rubenstein co-founded The Carlyle Group 


e The Carlyle group has powerful bipartisan political 
connections 


e Carlyle group has a few “shady” but relevant (to our 
story) investors (Soros & Alwaleed) 


e Carlyle group has an optics “problem” (United Defense 
investment and 9/11) 


e Rubenstein’s ex wife is connected to Ghislane Maxwell 


e Rubenstein’s ex wife hosted Barack Obama for a private 
dinner in 2015 


e Rubenstein chairs the advisory board of the university 
that chose Xi Jinping and specializes in training future 
leaders of the CCP 


e Rubenstein and The Carlyle Group are connected to 
Epstein and Les Wexner 


e Rubenstein and his Carlyle Group are deeply connected to 
the Brookings Institution 


The “Battles” 


In this section I’m going to outline how David Rubenstein and/or his 
affiliations were involved in each of the “battles” Trump faced throughout 
his first term. Some connections are stronger than others but the connections 
are there none-the-less. 


Spygate 


I won’t do a full deep dive into the Russian collusion investigation, but there 
is an article written by Jonathan Turley that provides all the details we will 
need as we move forward regarding the Brookings Institute and its role in 
the Spygate hoax. Yes, I’m literally going to screengrab the entire article 
because it is that important. 


Six Degrees From Brookings: How a Liberal Think Tank 
Keeps Coming Up in the Russian Collusion Investigation 


The latest indictment by Special Counsel John Durham has created a stir in Washington as the 
investigation into the Russian collusion scandal exposed new connections to the Clinton 
campaign. The indictment of Igor Danchenko exposes additional close advisers to Hillary Clinton 
who allegedly pushed discredited and salacious allegations in the Steele dossier. However, one of 
the most interesting new elements was the role of a liberal think tank, the Brookings Institution, 




















in the alleged effort to create a false scandal of collusion. Indeed, Brookings appears so often in 
} accounts related to the Russian collusion scandal that it could be Washington's alternative to the 
m Kevin Bacon parlor game, It appears that many of these figures are within six degrees of 





Brookings, 


The fact is that Washington remains a small town for the ruling elite where degrees of separation can be quite small as figures 
move in and out of government. Moreover, think tanks are often the parking lots for party loyalists as they wait (and work) for 
new Administrations, The Federalist Society and Heritage Foundation play a similar role for conservative figures. 


However, even in Washington’s inbred environment, the layers of connections to Brookings is remarkable in the Durham 
indictments and accounts of the effort to create a Russian collusion scandal. The effort was hardly a secret before anyone knew 
the name of the former British spy Christopher Steele. On July 28, former CIA Director John Brennan briefed then President 
Obama on Hillary Clinton’s alleged “plan” to tie Donald Trump to Russia as “a means of distracting the public from her use of a 
private email server.” Notes from the meeting state the plan to invent a collusion narrative was “allegedly approved by Hillary 
Clinton a proposal from one of her foreign policy advisers to vilify Donald Trump by stirring up a scandal claiming interference 
by the Russian security service.” That was three days before the Russian investigation was initiated. 


Durham is detailing how this plan was carried out and many of those referenced are within not six but two degrees of separation 
from Brookings, 


Brookings played a large role in pushing the Russian collusion narrative, hiring a variety of experts who then populated media 
Outlets like MSNBC and CNN stating confidently that Trump was clearly incriminated in a series of dubious criminal acts. While 
no such crimes were ever charged, let alone prosecuted, Brookings maintained a deep bench of enabling experts like Susan 
Hennessey (now a national security adviser in the Biden Administration), Ben Wittes (who defended James Comey in his leaking 
of FBI memos) and Norm Eisen (who then become counsel in the Trump impeachment effort), This included the Brookings site, 
LawFare, which ran a steady stream of columns on how Trump could be charged for crimes ranging from obstruction to bribery. 


However, that type of media cross-pollination is common. What is most surprising is how the indictment seems to map out roads 
that keep leading back to Brookings, 


The latest indicted figure, Danchenko, worked at Brookings. He proved to be the key unnamed source for Christopher Steele and 
later admitted to the FBI that the information attributed to him was not just “unsubstantiated” but, after being reworked by 
Steele, was unrecognizable from the original gossip or speculation. 


It appears that Danchenko was introduced to former British spy Christopher Steele by Brookings employee Fiona Hill. If that 
name seems familiar, Hill secured a position on President Trump’s National Security Council and later became a key witness 
against him in the first Trump impeachment over the Ukraine scandal. 


Steele also testified in London that his friend and then'Brookings PresidentStrobe Talbott was involved in briefings and 


inquiries on the development of the dossier. Talbott is also a former Clinton administration diplomat and Clinton friend who 
served in a high-ranking position under Hillary Clinton. (Another figure, Cody Shearer, who has been mentioned in accounts 
developing and spreading his own collusion claims, was the brother of Talbott’s late wife), 


When Steele was called to the State Department for a briefing on his dossier, Talbot sat next to Assistant Secretary of State 
Victoria Nuland, who is currently at Brookings. The role of figures at Brookings in the dossier is still developing but all roads 
seem to lead back to the think tank. 


Even when it became clear that false statements made in the secret FISA applications targeted Trump associate Carter Page, the 
secret court selected David Kris, who wrote for Brookings’ LawFare despite his prior denial that the FBI misled the court and 
criticism of Trump). 


Brookings has long heen viewed as effectively the research arm for Democratic figures and liberal causes. Yet, even in the 
Baconesque world of Washington insiders, it is rare to see a think tank connected on so many levels to a criminal investigation. 
Like much in our politics, these connections will mean different things to different people, For conservatives, Brookings looks 
like the mothership for this scandal with associates coordinating meetings and roles in the metastasization of the scandal. For 
liberals, the connections simply show the influence of the liberal think tank and any highlighting of the think tank is gaslighting 
anew “Trilateral Commission” narrative. 


With the exception of Danchenko, there is no evidence that any of these Brookings-related individuals have committed criminal 
acts or are suspected of such acts by Durham. However, these connections have already factored in the investigation and are 
likely to he addressed in any final Special Counsel report. Brookings Institution’s influence on the Russian collusion scandal will 
likely remain central to Durham’s unravelling of how the FBI was duped into the Russian investigation and the role of Clinton 
operatives in that effort. Notably, on September 9, 2015, Hillary Clinton appeared at Brookings and stressed there are “a lot of 
long-time friends and colleagues who perch here at Brookings including Strobe.” The question is whether that perch will become 
increasingly precarious as Durham continues his investigation. 

We’re seeing more and more come out showing that the Brookings 


Institution is heavily involved in the Spygate Hoax and that involvement 
leads us to David Rubenstein and The Carlyle Group. 


Ukraine 


I want to examine the timeline of some major events that have unfolded in 
Ukraine in recent memory. In Devolution - Part 12, I described how our 
government used its color revolution playbook against Donald Trump 
throughout his entire first term in office. It is the same playbook that has 
been used for years to overthrow regimes in other countries, as in the eastern 
European country of Ukraine. They did so in 2004 with the Orange 
Revolution and attempted to do it again in 2014 with the Revolution of 
Dignity. I don’t believe the Revolution of Dignity went according to plan, 
however. 


e August 2009 - Obama names William Kennard as 
Ambassador to the EU 


William Earl Kennard!" (born January 19, 1957) is an American 
attorney who served as the U.S. Ambassador to the European Union 
(2009-13) and chairman of the Federal Communications Commission 
(1997-2001). He was nominated as ambassador to the EU by President 
Barack Obama in August 2009 and confirmed by the U.S. Senate in 
November. Prior to this appointment, Kennard was Managing Director of 
the global private equity firm the Carlylé"Grouip. He was also chairman of 
the FCC after being appointed by President Bill Clinton in November 
1997, serving from November 3, 1997 to January 19, 2001!°! He is also 
an advisor for the transatlantic think-tank European Horizons!” 


e 2013 - Carlyle Group launches the Carlyle International 
Energy Partners 


Carlyle International Energy Partners 


Europe 


Launched in 2013 and with $2.5 billion raised, this fund targets global opportunistic investments in oil and gas outside 
‘of North America, The primary investment focus Is on oll and gas exploration and production (E&P), mid- & 
downstream, refining and marketing (R&M) and oil fleld services (OFS), 


e November 2013 - Ukrainian President Viktor 
Yanukovych refuses to sign the EU free trade agreement 


e January 2014 - Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovych 
and Russian President Vladimir Putin announce the 


signing of an economic deal. 
"We need to continue our joint work of our governments, our working groups," Yanukovych said 
ina televised news conference. 


Under the deal, Putin said Moscow would buy $15 billion in Ukrainian debt by investing in its 
national welfare fund. 


The cost of Russian gas supplied to Ukraine was cut from more than $400 per 1,000 cubic 
meters to $268.50, 


e February 2014 - Viktor Yanukovych is ousted as 
President of Ukraine 


e February 2014 - Russia considers the overthrow of 
Yanukovych to be an illegal coup, invades Ukraine 


resulting in the annexation of Crimea 
Yanukovych said that this vote was illegal and possibly coerced, 
and asked the Russian Federation for assistance.'°*! Russia 
considered the overthrow of Yanukovych to be an illegal coup, and 
did not recognize the interim government. Widespread protests, 
both in favor and against the revolution, occurred in the eastem 
and southern regions of Ukraine, where ‘Yanukovych previously 
received strong support in the 2010 presidential election. These 
protests escalated, Fesulting Ina RUSS 138) 
and the establishment of the self-proclaimed proto-states Donetsk 
and Luhansk. 





e March 2014 - Petro Porshenko becomes president of 
Ukraine. 


e April 2014 - Joe Biden leads U.S. delegation to Kiev 
advocation for Ukraine to diminish its reliance on Russian 


oil. 


e May 2014 - Hunter Biden joins the board of directors of 
Burisma 


e June 2014 - Petro Porshenko signs the EU Free Trade 
Agreement 


e May 2015 - $1 Billion Loan Guarantee is signed between 
the United States of America and Ukraine. 


e July 2015 - Horizon Capital launches report on Ukrainian 
Investment Opportunities at the U.S.-Ukraine Business 
Forum in Washington, D.C. 


July 24, 2015 - Kyiv, Ukraine - Horizon Capital has developed and 1s pleased to share a 
comprehensive, data-rich report entitled “Ukraine 2015: A ground-floor opportunity at the EU’s 
frontier”. The report was launched at the U.S. Ukraine Business Forum in Washington, D.C. on 


July 13 and 1s available at www.horzoncapital.com.ua/groundfloor-opportunity. 


Horizon Capital Founding Partner and Chief Executive Officer Lenna Koszarny took part 1n the 
U.S.-Ukraine Business Forum, which was hosted by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and held in 
partnership with the American Chamber of Commerce in Ukraine and the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. The event brought together top government and business representatives from both 
countries, including U.S. Vice President Joe Biden, Commerce Secretary Penny Pritzker, Prime 
Minister Arseny Yatsenyuk and the Ministers of Finance, Infrastructure, Economy and Agriculture 
of Ukraine as well as business and government leaders. Mrs. Koszarny spoke during the 
Knowledge Economy and Human Capital panel, highlighting case studies of success stories in the 
IT, Pharma and other sectors. The Ukrainian government and policymakers presented the bold 
structural reforms implemented to date and 1n progress while influential business leaders, including 
George Soros, of Soros Fund Management and David M: Ruibensteiti of The Carlyle Group, shared 
their perspective on Ukraine’s investment potential and discussed business opportunities. 


e December 2015 - Viktor Shokin becomes Ukraine 
Prosecutor General, inheriting an investigation into 


Mykola Zlochevsky, the owner of the natural gas 
company Burisma Holdings. 


e December 2015 - Joe Biden threatens to withhold aid 
from Ukraine unless Viktor Shokin is fired. 


e February 2016 - The International Monetary Fund 
threatened to withhold aid to Ukraine. 


e March 2016 - Viktor Shokin is fired as prosecutor general 
of Ukraine. 


e December 2017 - All charges against Burisma and its 
President are dropped. 


e June 2018 - Trump questions why allies opposed Russia’s 
annexation of Crimea. 


e May 2019 - Volodymyr Zelensky becomes Ukrainian 
President. 


e July 25, 2019 - Zelensky holds phone call with Donald 
Trump 


e September 2019 - Impeachment of Donald Trump ensues 


e November 26, 2021 - Zelensky announces a group of 
Ukrainians and Russians are planning a coup against him 
in December. 


The United States Government, the IMF, and the EU basically blackmailed 
Ukraine and assisted in the overthrow of Viktor Yanukovych. Why? What 
did they stand to lose by Yanukovych not signing the trade agreement and 
accepting the loan agreement? Let’s look. 


Loan agreement between the United States of America and Ukraine: 


Recognizing that Loan Guarantees issued under this Agreement would have 
the greatest effect if they are part of a broader reform initiative coordinated 
by the Government of Ukraine (“Ukraine”); 


The following economic reform conditions address expected reforms under 
an International Monetary Fund program in the areas of macroeconomic 
stability and financial sector reform, the social safety net, energy sector 
reform, and anti-corruption reform. Unless otherwise agreed by USAID in 
writing, these conditions shall be satisfied not later than the date of 
commencement of marketing of the Eligible Notes. 


|, Ukraine shall fulfill all IMF prior actions of economic reforms and 
macroeconomic policies necessary to obtain Board approval of the 
new Extended Fund Facility (EFF) Arrangement. Ukraine shall 
provide to USAID written verification of its intent to remain in 
compliance with the EFF. 


2. Ukraine shall affirm in writing that proceeds from the U.S. loan 
guarantee will contribute to social spending to help protect the most 
vulnerable Ukrainians from the impact of necessary economic 
adjustments, including continued reductions in untargeted energy 
subsidies. Ukraine shall submit to the IMF a plan to merge its 
existing social benefit programs for protecting vulnerable families 


halt 


from the impact of gas price increases, with the goal of improving 
targeting and coverage. Ukraine shall affirm in writing its 
commitment to work with the IMF and World Bank to bring the plan 
into line with commitments it has made to the IMF in the 
Memorandum of Economic and Financial Policies and with the Gas 
with the World Bank. 





. Ukraine acting through the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine shall 


adopt a plan to reform the gas sector that meets World Bank and IMF 
‘requirements, including: (i) unbundling of Naftogaz’s main business 
lines (transmission, storage, and gas sales); and (ii) improving 
transparency in gas distribution via audits of distribution companies 
and of metering throughout the gas chain. 


. Ukraine shall prepare and submit to parliament legislation consistent 


with the Gas Sector Reform and Implementation Plan developed in 
cooperation with the World Bank and Ukraine’s commitments to the 
IMF that provides the framework for: (1) third party access to gas 
infrastructure, (2) approval of methodologies and tariffs relating to the 
gas market by the energy and utility regulator, and @) free and fair 

. Ukraine 
shall provide to USAID a plan and timetable for passing and 
implementing this legislation. Ukraine shall also provide to USAID a 
plan and timetable for submitting to parliament, passing, and 
implementing legislation that authorizes the national energy and 
utility regulator to act independently. Ukraine shall also provide 
written affirmation of Ukraine’s intention to implement all of the 
referenced legislation in accordance with best practices as described 
in the Treaty Establishing the Energy Community, to which Ukraine 
is a party, and relevant EU policy guidelines. 





Current Ministry of Economic Development and Trade 
structure | 























transitional | 
structure 
| UTG/ NewCo 
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As shown in the figure, the recommendation is that the transmission and storage 
functions are contained as separate divisions or legal entities in a corporate entity 
that is separate from the production and supply functions of Naftogaz. This entity 
can be the existing Ukrtransgaz (but legally separated from NAK) or a new company 
(‘NewCo’), but in either case the shareholder (‘State owner 2') and management of this 
company must be separate from and independent of the owner of Naftogaz (‘State 
owner 1’). The proposed structure: 











O Is consistent with the evaluation of the unbundling options against the 
agreed criteria eg it adopts ownership unbundling for transmission and 
ensures storage is operated independently of both trading activities and 
system operation 


The whole Ukraine fiasco appears to be about forcing Ukraine to allow 
private sector gas companies to move in and take part of Ukraine gas 
energy. Remember in 2013 the Carlyle group started the Carlyle 
International Energy Partners specifically to invest in energy outside North 
America. Remember that Hunter Biden joined the board of Burisma. Clearly 
both the Carlyle Group and the Biden family stood to benefit. Is that why 
they rushed to impeachment? Was it to stop Trump from sniffing around? 


This has a similar feeling to what went down during the period of time 
surrounding 9/11. The Carlyle Group makes a major investment, then events 
unfold leading to massive profit from that investment. The only difference 
here is that it appears Russia may have interfered with their plans by 
invading Ukraine. 


Whatever is really going on, David Rubenstein is connected to the Ukraine 
situation and Donald Trump’s first impeachment. Below are his connections 
to two of the primary players of the impeachment hoax, both through the 
Brookings Institution. 


e Fiona Hill - (Multiple Rubenstein connections) 
o Senior Fellow at the Brookings Institution. 
o Member of the Council on Foreign Relations. 
o Member of the Trilateral Commission. 

e Alexander Vindman 


o Joined the staff of the National Security blog 
Lawfare. 


Lawfare is an American blog dedicated to national security issues, published 


by the Lawfare Institute in cooperation with the Brookings Institution!"!"! it has 


received attention for articles on Donald Trump's presidency. 


Covid-19 


Everybody has their own opinion of the Covid-19 Pandemic. I’m not going 
to put mine out there. I’m only going to lay out the facts. First let’s meet Dr. 
John P. Holdren. 


DR. JOHN P. HOLDREN is the Teresa and John Heinz Professor of 
Environmental Policy at the Harvard's Kennedy School of 
Government, CoDirector of the School's Science, Technology, and 
Public Policy program, Professor of Environmental Science and 
Policy in the Department of Earth and Planetary Sciences, and 
Faculty Affiliate in the Paulson School of Engineering and Applied 
Science. He is also Visiting Distinguished P : 


University in Bejing, China, an Senior Advisor to the President at 


the Woods Hole Research Center, a pre-eminent scientific think tank 





focused on the role of the terrestrial bioSphere in global climate 


change. From January 2009 January 2017, he was President 


Technology Policy (OSTP), becoming the longest-serving Science Aavisor to the President in the 


history of the position. 








It is a fact that in 1977, Dr. Holdren co-authored a book titled Ecoscience: 
Population, Resources, Environment: 


According to the 1977 book Ecoscience: Population, Resources, Environment, co-authored by the Obama-Biden White House Science Czar John P. 
Holdren: 


As if the threat of a natural pandemic were not gruesome enough, there is always the threat of biological warfare or of an accidental escape of 
lethal agents from a biological warfare laboratory or, conceivably, from a laboratory engaged in genetic engineering experiments (see material on 
recombinant DNA research in Chapter 14). Although most laypeople have long been afraid of thermonuclear war, they are just beginning to grasp 
the colossal hazard posed by chemical and biological warfare (CBW). Any country with one or two well-trained microbiologists and even a modest 
budget can build its own biological doomsday weapons, Constructing lethal viruses against which there is little or no resistance in human 
populations can easily be done in theory; it may already have been done in practice, There were at one time rumors of the development by the 
American CBW establishment of a pneumonic rabies, one that, instead of being transmitted by bite, is transmitted in the same way as the 
common cold: from person to person via exhaled droplets. This is certainly possible, since under special conditions (such as those that 
sometimes occur in caves full of rabid rats) rabies appears to have been transmitted through the air. Such a disease would be a 
disastrously effective weapon if it were transmitted by infected individuals before symptoms appear, since once they do appear, rabies is (with one 
notable recent exception) 100 percent fatal. 

















Their deaths were caused by just one group of viruses... 
_.Fatal accidents occur in laboratories where work is done on other kinds of viruses, as well as other microorganisms... 


biological warfare laboratories are potential sources of a man made “solution” to the population explosion. It is essential that some 
way be found to block all further work on biological weapons -the risk for humanity is simply too great. 


Another excerpt fram Holdren’s Ecosclence discusses the role of a Planetary Regime’ to enforce population controls: 


The first step necessarily involves partial surrender of sovereignty to an international organization, But it seems probable that, as long 
as most people fail to comprehend the magnitude of the danger, that step will be impossible... 


Should a Law of the Sea be successfully established, it could serve as a model for a future Law of the Atmosphere to regulate the use of 
airspace, to monitor climate change, and to control atmospheric pollution. Perhaps those agencies, combined with UNEP and the United Nations 
population agencies, might eventually be developed into a Planetary Regime — sort of an international superagency for population, 
resources, and environment. Such a comprehensive Planetary Regime could control the development, administration, conservation, 
and distribution of all natural resources, renewable or nonrenewable, at least insofar as international implications exist. Thus, the Regime 
could have the power to control pollution not only in the atmosphere and the oceans, but also in such freshwater bodies as rivers and lakes that 
cross international boundaries or that discharge into the oceans. The Regime might also be a logical central agency for regulating all 
international trade, perhaps including assistance from DCs [Developed Countries] to LDCs [Less Developed Countries], and including all food 
on the international market. 


The Planetary Regime might be given responsibility for determining the optimum population for the world and for each region and 
for arbitrating various countries’ shares within their regional limits. Control of population size might remain the responsibility of 
each government, but the Regime should have some power to enforce the agreed limits. As with the Law of the Sea and other 
international agreements, all agreements for regulating population sizes, resource development, and pollution should be subject to revision 
and modification in accordance with changing conditions, 


It is a fact that Dr. Holdren is a Visiting Distinguished Professor at CCP 
connected Tsinghua University. Keep in mind that David Rubenstein serves 
as Chairman of the Tsinghua SEM Advisory Board. Dr. Holdren also served 
as the Director of the OSTP under Obama. Dr. Holdren was the director of 
the OSTP when this Policy Guidance was issued on January 9th, 2017. 


Summary: OSTP Issues “Recommended Policy Guidance for Departmental Development of Review 


Mechanisms for Potential Pandemic Pathogen Care and Oversight (P3CO)" 


Today, the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP) is releasing "Recommended Policy 
Guidance for Departmental Development of Review Mechanisms for Potential Pandemic Pathogen Care and 
Oversight (P3CO).” Adoption of these recommendations will satisfy the requirements for lifting the current 
moratorium on certain life sciences research that could enhance a pathogen’s virulence and/or transmissibility to 





produce a potential pandemic pathogen (an enhanced PPP), 


So not only is Dr. Holdren connected to Tsinghua University just like David 
Rubenstein, but it is a fact that with Dr. Holdren as Director, the OSTP 
recommended policy guidance which resulted in lifting the moratorium on 
gain of function research. 


It is a fact that on May 15th of 2018 there was a pandemic exercise held 
titled Clade X. 


Clade X was a day-long pandemic tabletop exercise conducted by the Johns Hopkins Centeniory 


Health’Security on May 15, 2018, in Washington, DC. Many details of the exercise are available 


online, including videos, background documents, and fact sheets.|n this report, we briefly describe 





the exercise development process and focus principally on the findings and recommendations that 


arose from this project. 


The Clade X tabletop exercise simulated a fast-moving and potent epicemic that would command 
the attention of the US president and raise national policy dilemmas for the commander in chief to 
address. The exercise was structured around an ad hoc advisory group called the Executive 
Committee (EXCOMM), convened by the US National Security Advisor (NSA) to provide the president 
with recommendations for action to solve these policy dilemmas. EXCOMM roles consisted of 
National Security Council (NSC) principals and other trusted advisors, including leaders trom the 
Department of Health and Human Services and Congress. The roles of EXCOMM members were 
played by 9 current and former high-ranking US government officials (see Table 1), Each individual 
had previously held or currently holds a high-level position in the federal government and brought 


detailed knowledge of the inner workings of the US government to the table, 


It is a fact that on October 18th of 2019 there was pandemic exercise held 
titled Event 201. 


Event 201 





TheljOhfis Hopkins Center for HeaIthISecUity in partnership with the Word 


Economic Forum and the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation hosted Event 201, a 


high-level pancemic exercise on/October 18/2019, in New York, NY, The exercise 


ilustrated areas where public/private partnerships will be necessary during the 
response to a severe pandemic in order to diminish large-scale economic and 
societal consequences. 


It is a fact that David Rubenstein is on the boards of both Johns Hopkins 
and the World Economic Forum. We still don’t know the full truth behind 
the Covid-19 pandemic, but these are some interesting “coincidences” when 
you look at them objectively. 


The 2020 Election 


I have discussed previously that there seemed to be something off with the 
use of Dominion Voting Systems and their election machines used in 2020. 
They are at the heart of numerous vote switching claims in public dialogue. 


Who owns Dominion Voting Systems? 


On July 16, 2018, Dominion Voting Systems announced that it had been acquired by 
its management team and Staple Street\Capital 


Dominion Voting Systems is a leading provider of election tabulation hardware and 


software solutions in the U.S. and Canada. 


Staple Street Capital is a New-York based private equity firm that invests in middle- 
market businesses. 


Now let’s look at who founded Staple Street Capital: 


The co-founders of Staple Street Capital, stephen D. Owens and Hootan Yaghoobzadeh, 
are veterans of The Carlyle Group and Cerberus Capital Management, respectively, and 
first worked together in Carlyle's US Buyout Group starting in 1998. Our team has 
completed over 100 transactions involving complicated corporate carve outs, operational 
turnarounds, management led buyouts, public-to-privates, restructurings, refinancings and/or 


recapitalizations. 


Stephen D, Owens 


Co-Founder 


sowens@staplestreetcapital.com 
212.613.3111 


0@ 


oteve Is a co-founder and Managing Director at 
staple Street Capital where he jointly oversees 
all aspects of the firm's investment activities. 


PRIOR EXPERIENCE Prior to founding Staple Street Capital, Mr. Owens was a Managing 
The Carlyle Group Director at The Carlyle Group where he was a member of the firm's 
Se ee U.S. Buyout team. During his tenure at Carlyle, he co-founded the 
firm's Global Consumer & Retail Group, was a senior member of the 
EDUCATION firm's Global Communications & Media Group and executed and 
Harvard Business School oversaw investments in the business services and transportation 
Emory University sectors, Mr. Owens was responsible for sourcing, executing, 
overseeing and exiting investments and serving on the boards of 
various Carlyle portfolio companies. 





PRIOR EXPERIENCE 
Cerberus Capital Management 
The Carlyle Group 

Donaldson, Lufkin & Jenrette 


EDUCATION 
Harvard Business School 
Comell University 





Hootan Yaghoobzadeh 


Co-Founder 


hootan@stanplestreetcapital.com 
212-613-3112 


0@ 


Hootan is a co-founder and Managing Director of 
otaple Street Capital where he jointly oversees 
all aspects of the firm's investment activities. 


Prior to founding Staple Street Capital, Mr. Yaghoobzadeh was a 
Senior Vice President at Cerberus Capital Management where he 
focused on distressed private equity, special-situation investments, 
balance sheet restructurings, and asset purchases across multiple 
industries including retail, industrials, and financial services. At 
Cerberus, Mr. Yaghoobzadeh was responsible for sourcing, executing, 
overseeing and exiting investments and serving on boards of 
Cerberus portfolio companies. 


Prior to joining Cerberus, Mr. Yaghoobzadeh worked in The Carlyle 
Group's U.S. Buyout team. At Carlyle, Mr. Yaghoobzadeh focused on 
leverage buyout transactions in the communications and media, 
aerospace and defense, business services, and industrial sectors. 
Prior to joining Carlyle, Mr. Yaghoobzadeh worked at Donaldson, 
Lufkin & Jenrette on merchant banking, restructuring, M&A, high 
yield and leveraged-loan transactions. 


So once again, we have another major hoax played upon the United State of 
America (the stolen 2020 election) and one of the companies accused of 
perpetrating that hoax has ties to The Carlyle Group. 


Speaking of the 2020 election, if you were Joe Biden, how would you 
celebrate your first Thanksgiving after the “successful” theft of it? By 


spending the day with David Rubenstein, of course! 


President Biden and first lady Jill Biden said they will spend 
Thanksgiving at the Nantucket home of a private-equity 
billionaire. 


In a statement to reporters, the White House said, “The First 
Family will stay at the home of their friend, David Rubenstein, 
as they have done previously.” The buyout tycoon’s 
Nantucket spread spans 13 acres and Is worth a reported 
220 million. 


Rubenstein, who is worth $4.6 billion, according to a Forbes 
estimate, co-founded private-equity behemoth The Carlyle 
Group. The Washington-based firm, which boasts $293 
billion in assets, is Known for Its leveraged buyouts and 
investments that have included Dunkin’, Oriental Trading and 
Hertz. 


Closing 


The final affiliation I’d like to mention of David Rubenstein’s is that he is 
the President of a group called The Alfalfa Club, and it is through this 
affiliation that his connection to Prussia Gate becomes clear. The Alfalfa 
Club and their story is interesting, although the word “interesting” might 
pale as an accurate descriptor. 


Alfalfa Club 


Formation 1913; 108 years ago 
Type Club 


Purpose Hosts annual banquet on the 
last Saturday of January 


Location Washington, D.C. 


Membership 200 politicians and corporate 


executives 
Vice Jim Mattis 
President 





The Alfalfa Club, founded in 1913, i$ an exclusive Social organization, based in Washington, D.C., in the United States. 


The Club's only function isthe holding ofan annual banquet niente birtiday oF Cwil War Confedetale General 


Robert. Lee. Its members are composed mostly of American politicians and influential members of the business 
community, and have included several Presidents of the United states. 





Every year, this group gets together to celebrate the birthday of Robert E. 
Lee. It would be worth your time to browse the list of Alfalfa Club 
Members. It’s a “who's who” of “deep state” players. These are the same 
hypocritical, race baiting mega rich politicians and oligarchs urging people 
to tear down the statues of the Robert E. Lee they celebrate every year. 


H. Ralph Burton, a member of the Alfalfa Club, authored a pamphlet titled 
“The Origin History and Object of the Alfalfa Club” in 1917. 


Description 
H (fan Raph Bur obituary dated August 12, 1971 (Washington Post) states that he was a lifelong 


resident of Washington, D.C, aged 89 years old when he died on August §, 197] anda graduate of 
Georgetown University Law School. He served as Special Investigator for the Senate Campaign Expenditures 
Committee, 1938-1939 and 1940-194], and House Appropriations Committee in charge of NYC and State, 
investigation of the WP.A. 1939-1940; General Counsel to the House Military Affairs Committee, 
1941-1947; Chief Investigator for the Senate Committee on Post Office and Civil Service, 1947-1948; 
General Counsel for the House Campaign Expenditures Committee, 1948-1949 and the House Select 


Committee on Current Pornographic Materials, 1952-1953. He was also a founding life member of the 
tin Pes Cb nd ine EGA 


I cannot stress to you how important it is to go through and read the linked 
pamphlet. The pamphlet discusses secret documents going back as far as 
5000 BC and discusses that that whoever possesses these documents will 
have power over everything and everyone else. I’m not telling you to 
believe story as presented in the pamphlet, you need to decide that for 
yourself. At the end of this pamphlet there is something that seemed to jump 
off the page for me. When I read it, I actually got goosebumps. This is 
where we find our Prussian connection: 








a il 

Dear Mr. Burton: ? 

oubtedly wondering what has become of 
it to do so, because of my promises. 
Undoubtedly, however, when you understand my reason, 
you will quite agree with me that it has been the course 
of wisdom. One hardly knows what to do in such strange 
times, particularly about so important a question. You 
undoubtedly were impressed with the fact that the manu- 
script left with you stated that the documents in ques- 
tion were found in Germany several years ago. This is 
the true situation. It was with the utmost difficulty that 
they were brought out of that country. The truth of it is 
that the Kaiser depended upon these for the success of 
the present war to such an extent that if for one moment 
he had thought they were gone, he would have waited 
until they were found again. When it was discovered 
that they were not any longer in their place, the most 
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trained members of his secret service were set upon the 
trail. It would be worth my life to have one of them: 
locate me now, for which reason I have not dared to give 
you an address by which you could communicate with 
me. It must remain so until there is a termination of the 
present conditions. It is my belief that Germany is now 
continuing the war with the hope that these great secrets 
may be located in time to give her supremacy. To he 
sure, however, they never will, unless it is for the benefit” 
of this country, which, of course, would be the realiza- 
tion of my ambition. When I have determined upon a 
method which will enable me to leave my present hiding — 
place, in order that I may present the records to the 
proper authorities, T shall communicate with you. When 
the opportunity presents you may expect to hear from | 
me again. _ 
Sincerely yours, 
FRIEND OF ALFALFA.” 


| O 
While the manuscript agcan entirety is not complete, T 
felt that it was ‘only proper to acquaint the members of 
the Alfalfa Club with-such information as had been pre- 
sented to me up to ils time. 
-~ ? Sincerely yours, 


177) H. Raen Burton. 
Union Trust Building, 
Washington, D. C. 


“The Kaiser depended upon these for the success of the present war...” 


A screenshot once again from the Prussia Gate articles: 


At the helm of Prussia sat the mighty Hohenzollern family. By 1871, after centuries of 


militancy and compliant citizenry, they were no-longer just the Kings of Prussia; they 





were the Kaisers Of Germany and the Princes of Orange, along with many other 
monarchs they controlled. Having spent centuries of practising their tactic of 


“infiltration instead of invasion’, Prussia was gaining control of the modern World. 





COntFOIIEFSOF Global CORPOFALIOAS, There was nothing they could not influence or 


control, 








What are the chances that David Rubenstein is the President of the Alfalfa 
Club and that very club’s origins are based upon supposed documents once 
held by the Kaiser of Germany (King of Prussia)? Whether the “secret 
documents” are real or not, the pamphlet itself is and so is the connection it 
provides. 


As you read through Prussia Gate, and I once again can’t stress how 
important it is you do so, you’!l come to the same conclusion I did - the 
Prussia Gate story is impossible to deny. It’s also undeniable that 
Devolution is happening as we speak. David Rubenstein and the Alfalfa club 
serve as the connection point between Prussia Gate and Devolution. 


The Prussian model of “infiltration instead of invasion” was the only way to 
defeat America. They almost succeeded. The complexity of the NGOs and 
global corporations involved in global politics is the modern day version of 
the Prussian method of control that has developed over hundreds of years 
and it cannot be dismantled overnight. Trump and the devolution team have 
been facing a monumental task. Part of defeating this enemy is becoming 
aware of who they are and how they operate. How can you defeat an enemy 
that operates only in the shadows? 


By not allowing them to operate in the shadows any longer. 


Trump stepped out of the spotlight of the Presidency and left an open stage 
for the invisible enemy to be placed in full view. Fully exposed, they have 
brought about their own doom, guided by the steady hand of the devolution 
operation. 


Devolution - Part 15 Vaccine 
Bewilderment 


Patel Patriot 


Dec 26, 2021 





If you haven't read the previous installments of my Devolution series, you can do 
here on my website: 


https://www.devolution.link/ 


Find me on Telegram here: https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to 
Subscribe to support my work! 


_ a | 
Special “Thank you’s” for this article go to: 


e The Kate Awakening - Telegram: 
https://t.me/thekateawakening 


e Patrick Gunnels - https://www.twitch.tv/pgunnels 


—QQonanauauu 


I’ve said from day one that I wanted to stay away from discussing the 
vaccine because it’s such a divisive topic and there is still so much we don’t 
know. I’m finally going to discuss this topic in my devolution series because 
there was a bombshell dropped in the news recently. I’m not saying I have 
all the answers, but there is a picture starting to emerge. 


One thing I will state for certain: Trump’s pro-vaccine stance is directly 
related to devolution and his dismantling of the Deep State. 





The Plandemic 


Failure Cascade 


How 1s it possible that the Biden administration has been failing so 


miserably? No matter the crossroads, they choose the path that hurts the 
Deep State, and benefits Donald Trump. If you haven’t taken the time to 
read SLAG’s “The Wartime Presidency” series, you should do so as it is a 
worthwhile read. The author has compiled an astonishing list of enemy 
failures that suggest deliberate sabotage: 


Consider the following known enemy actions; 


1. Successful theft of the 2020 election 


2. Successful censoring of conservative viewpoints on mainstream social media 


platforms 


3. Successful suppression of facts that were damaging to the Democratic 
presidential candidate, Joe Biden 


4. Successful infiltration of MAGA in order to provoke the incident that occurred 
on January 6, 2021 - providing political cover to brand MAGA as a domestic 


terrorist threat 


5. Successful flip of the US Senate and Successful hold of the US House of 


Representatives - handing over the legislative branch of government to people 


friendly to the enemy's interests 


6. Successful inauguration of Joseph R. Biden as the 46th President of the United 
States, a politician known to be financially and politically compromised to 


foreign governments 





However, this brings us to a problem. If a puppet government Is actually installed in 


Washington DC, why does the enemy seem to be on the losing end of events in 


Washington and abroad? 
To recap; 


Failure to pass restrictive gun control legislation 
Failure to pass the Build Back Better plan with the pro-communist parts intact 
Failure to pass the Green New Deal 

Failure to stack the Supreme Court 

Failure to stop 2020 election audits 

Failure to stop the AUKUS deal 

Failure to stop F-35 sales to Japan 

Failure to stop US military aid to Taiwan 

Failure to secure mineral rights to Afghanistan 
Failure to impeach President Trump - Twice 
Failure to implement US vaccine passports 
Failure to implement US vaccine mandates 


Failure to keep Chinese products flowing into the US smoothly - hurting the 


Chinese economy 

Failure to implement a US social credit system 

Failure to stop alternative social media platforms 
Failure to prevent collapse of China's real estate market 


Failure to demolish the wall Trump built 





Failure to close GITMO 


Failure to protect their incumbents from losing to Republican challengers (save 
one exception - Gavin Newsom in California) 


Failure to maintain control of the US educational system (they're losing control 


rapidly) 


Failure to stop the Ghislane Maxwell trial - make no mistake, this is a broadside 
against the USS Deep State, things will be made public in this trial that the 
public was never meant to know 


Failure to stop the Durham investigation 


Failure to stop courts from issuing preliminary injunctions that stop vaccination 


mandates 


Failure to successfully prosecute Kyle Rittenhouse for murder, which would have 


effectively removed the 2A right to use deadly force to defend one’s life 


Failure to expose or circumvent President Trump’s PEADS or EO's that he left 
behind for the Biden administration 


Failure to bring an indictment against Trump 


Failure to prevent Americans from uniting under a pro-constitution political 
banner 


Future - Failure to hold the house and senate 
Future - Failure to protect their incumbent District Attorneys from challengers 
Future - Failure to protect Roe v. Wade from SCOTUS 


Future - Failure to prevent SCOTUS from expanding the 2A - the case will 
involve the question of “bear” as in the freedom to leave one's house with a 
weapon in case of confrontation, with no need to “prove” the odds of such 
confrontation to the government 


Ladies and gentlemen - look at that list of fail! 


If this is a puppet government, this is the absolute worst and ineffective one I've ever 





seen. 


How is it possible for a regime to successfully steal an election, only to fail 
so completely at implementing their agenda? 


I certainly didn’t coin the term, but it’s appropriate to use it now: Trump and 
his team have installed Judas Goats among the enemy. What is a Judas 
Goat? 


Judas goat 


From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia 


For other uses, see Judas goat (disambiguation). 


A Judas goat is a trained goat used in general animal herding. The Judas goat is trained fo associate with sheep or 


calle, leading them toa specific destination. In stockyards, das Goat Willead sheep to slaughter!” while its oun 


life is spared. Judas goats are also used to lead other animals to specific pens and onto trucks. They have fallen out of 


use in recent times, "#4" "264 byt can stil be found in various smaller slaughterhouses in some parts of the world 
as well as conservation projects. 


Cattle herders may use a Judas steer to serve the same purpose as a Judas goat. The technique, and the term, 
originated from cattle drives in the United States in the 1800s, PIM 


The term is a reference to Judas Iscariot, an apostle of Jesus Christ who betrayed Jesus in the Bible. 


The idea that Trump’s Judas Goats have infiltrated the enemy helps us to 
understand some of Trump’s actions. Not only do Judas Goats guide the 
enemy into poor decisions, but they can also provide intel to the good guys. 
Judas Goats or no, Trump and his team have been ten steps ahead of the 
enemy. They always seem to know what the enemy is going to do next. 
COVID 1s a perfect example of this orchestrated foreknowledge. 


I’m going to prove to you that Trump knew the enemy’s pandemic plans in 
advance. That advanced knowledge made Trump and team able to make 
appropriate countermoves. Let’s see what we can piece together. 


Foreshadowing 


On January 9th of 2017, while still under the leadership of Barack Obama, 


the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP) released 
their ‘““Recommended Policy Guidance for Departmental Development of 


Review Mechanisms for Potential Pandemic Pathogen Care and Oversight 
(P3CO).” Here is a screenshot of what I wrote on this topic in Devolution - 


Part 14: 

It is a fact that Dr. Holdren is a Visiting Distinguished Professor at CCP connected 
Tsinghua University. Keep in mind that David Rubenstein serves as Chairman of the 
Tsinghua SEM Advisory Board. Dr. Holdren also served as the Director of the OSTP 





under Obama. Dr 


Summary: OSTP Issues “Recommended Policy Guidance tor Departmental Development of Review 


Mechanisms for Potential Pandemic Pathogen Care and Oversight (PCO) 


Today, the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy (OSTP) is releasing “Recommended Policy 


Guidance for Departmental Development of Review Mechanisms for Potential Pandemic Pathogen Care and 
Oversight (P3CQ)” Adoption of these recommendations will satisfy the requirements for lifting the current 





moratorium on certain life sciences research that could enhance a pathogens virulence and/or transmissibility to 
produce a potential pandemic pathogen (an enhanced PPP), 


So not only is Dr. Holdren connected to Tsinghua University just like David 
Rubenstein, but it is a fact that with Dr. Holdren as Director, the OSTP recommended 
policy guidance which resulted in|lifting the moratorium on gainof furictionirescarch. 


Just two days later, during a forum on pandemic preparedness at 
Georgetown University, Anthony S. Fauci, MD, made this statement: 


Wandary 11/2007 | 4 min read save | | 
Fauci: ‘No doubt Trump will face 
surprise infectious disease outbreak 


6 ADD TOPIC TO EMAIL ALERTS 


Anthony §. Fauci, MD, director of the National Institute of Allergy and 
Infectious Diseases, said there is “no doubt” Donald J. Trump will be 
confronted with a surprise infectious disease outbreak during his 


presidency. 


Fauci has led the NIAID tor more than 3 decades, advising the past five 
United States presidents on global health threats from the early days 
of the AIDS epidemic in the 1980s through to the current Zika virus 


outbreak. 


During a forum on pandemic preparedness at 
Georgetown University, Fauci said the Trump 


administration will not only be challenged by ongoing 





global health threats such as influenza and HIV, but also a 


Anthony S. 
surprise disease outbreak. Fauct 


It’s obviously the timing between the lifting of the moratorium on gain-of- 
function research and Fauci’s statements that are intriguing to me but this 
isn’t the only instance of foreshadowing we have seen. Here are just a few 
of the many examples of our medical experts “preparing and planning” for a 
pandemic: 


e Harvard Global Health Institute - “The theme for the Fall 
2017 seminar series was “Pandemic Preparedness: 
Improving Science, Technology, & Access.” 


e Clade X - “Clade X was a day-long pandemic tabletop 
exercise conducted by the Johns Hopkins Center for 
Health Security on May 15, 2018, in Washington, DC.” 


e Event 201 - “The Johns Hopkins Center for Health 
Security in partnership with the World Economic Forum 
and the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation hosted Event 
201, a high-level pandemic exercise on October 18, 2019” 


We have also recently seen some direct evidence of the United States 
government funding gain-of-function research at the Wuhan Institute of 
Virology based on this article from The Intercept published September 9th 
2021. The article shows that money used to fund the gain-of-function 
research originated from the Anthony Fauci-led National Institute of Allergy 
and Infectious Diseases (NIAID): 


DOCUMENTS OBTAINED BY The Intercept contain new evidence that 
the Wuhan Institute of Virology and the nearby Wuhan University Center 
for Animal Experiment, along with their collaborator, the U.S.-Dased non- 
profit EcoHealth Alliance, have engaged in what the U.S. government de- 
fines as “gain-of-function research of concern,” intentionally making 
viruses more pathogenic or transmissible in order to study them, despite 
stipulations from a U.S. funding agency that the money not be used for 


that purpose. 


Grant money for the controversial experiment came from the National 
Institutes of Health’s tute of Allergy and Infectious Disea 
Which is headed’byAithiony Patich The award to EcoHealth Alliance, a re- 
search organization which studies the spread of viruses from animals to 
humans, included subawards to Wuhan Institute of Virology and East 
China Normal University. The principal investigator on the grant ts 
EcoHealth Alliance President Peter Daszak, who has been a key voice in 





the search for Covid-19's origins. 


Trump and team would have known all of these publicly available facts. 
Couple this information with the likely idea that Trump has Judas Goats 
among the enemy, and I have no doubt they anticipated the release of some 
sort of virus. So naturally, if Donald Trump and his team anticipated the 
release of a virus, they would have taken steps of their own to counter it. 
Let’s look at what steps they took. 


The Countermoves 


National Security Strategy 


On December 18th of 2017, Donald Trump released his National Security 
Strategy. 


On December 18, President Donald Trump released [7 his National Security Strategy (NSS), The 
strategy sets a positive strategic direction for the United States that will restore America’s advantages In 
the world and build upon our country's great strengths. The NSS is a reflection of President Trump's 
belief that putting America first is the duty of our government and the foundation for effective U.S. 


leadership in the world, 


The NSS identifies four vital national interests, or ‘Tour pillars”: protect the homeland, the American 


people, and American way of life; promote American prosperity; preserve peace through strength; and 


advance American influence. In his remarks (4, President Trump outlined the new strategy as one 

‘pased on a principled realism, guided by our vital national interests, and rooted in our timeless values. 

This strategy recognizes that, whether we like it or not, we are engaged in a new era of competition.” 
There is one section of the National Security Strategy that gives us our first 


glimpse of Trump addressing the potential threat of a pandemic. Notice how 
prescient this section 1s: 


Combat Biothreats and Pandemics 


Biological incidents have the potential to cause 


catastrophic loss of life. Biological threats to the 






U.S. homeland 








dre Prowing 


and require actions to address them at their source. 


Naturally emerging outbreaks of viruses such as 
Ebola and SARS. as well as the deliberate 2001 
anthrax attacks in the United States, demon- 


strated the impact of biological threats on national 





security | 


This screenshot from the December 2017 NSS describes the COVID 
pandemic we have been living through almost perfectly - “demonstrated the 
impact of biological threats on national security by taking lives, generating 
economic losses, and contributing to a loss in confidence in government 
institutions.” It’s as if Trump knew then that a pandemic would be used to 
steal an election and contribute to the loss in confidence in our government. 


National Biodefense Strategy 


On September 18, 2018, Donald Trump issued National Security 
Presidential Memorandum 14 (NSPM 14): Support for National Biodefense: 


SUBJECT: Support for National Biodefense 


itis a vital interest of the United States to prepare for, counter, respond to, and 
recover from biological incidents at home and abroad. Nearly all executive 
departments and agencies (agencies) contribute to the biodefense mission of the 
United States Government. Those contributions occur through a variety of 
authorities and programs. To ensure an integrated, comprehensive approach, 
agencies shall coordinate and manage biodefense activities in support of the 
broader biodefense enterprise, which consists of all stakeholders with a role in the 
detection of, prevention of, preparedness for, response to, and recovery from 
biological incidents, including Federal, State, local, tribal, and territorial 


governments, the private sector, and international partners. 


Section 1. Policy. (a) It is the policy of the United States to preserve our national 
and economic security by protecting the Nation from biological threats. Acting 
within the biodefense enterprise, the United States Government will undertake 
actions at home and with partners abroad to reduce the risk of natural, accidental, 
and deliberate biological threats to humans, animals, agriculture, and the 
environment that have the potential to significantly affect the national and 


economic security of the United States, 


There are 2 things from NSPM 14 that stand out to me. Please keep these in 
mind as we move forward: 


e The role given to the Assistant to the President for 


National Security Affairs (APNSA) also known as the 
United States National Security Advisor. This is important 
because the National Security Advisor is who Donald 
Trump named as the National Continuity Coordinator - or 
his or her designee - as well as the chair of the Federal 
Mission Resilience Committee when he issued Executive 
Order 13961: Governance and Integration of Federal 
Mission Resilience on December 7th, 2020. EO 13961 1s 
the proof of Devolution that I break down in Devolution - 
Part 13. Let’s look at the role the National Security 
Advisor has for Bio-defense as laid out by NSPM 14: 





) shall serve 
as the lead for policy coordination and review, acting through the process 
described in National Security Presidential Memorandum (NSPM)-4 of April 4, 
2017 (Organization of the National Security Council, the Homeland Security 
Council, and Subcommittees), to provide strategic input and facilitate policy 


integration for Federal biodefense efforts. 


e The second thing to note is that NSPM 14 established a 
Biodefense Steering Committee. The responsibilities of 
this committee, and its chairman, are important to 
remember: 


(c) There is hereby established a Biodefense Steering Committee (Committee), 
which 


The other members of the Committee shall include the Secretary of State, the 





Secretary of Defense, the Attorney General, the Secretary of Agriculture, the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, the Secretary of Homeland Security, and the 
Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency. The heads of other 
agencies with responsibilities or capabilities pertaining to biodefense shall 


participate at the invitation o 





Strategy, The Committee shall seek consensus, with disagreements being 
addressed through the NSPM-4 process. The Committee may establish 


appropriate consultative or advisory mechanisms to facilitate interaction with 


non-Federal stakeholders. The Secretary, as the Chair of the Committe, shal 





So the Biodefense Steering Committee will be chaired by the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services. We’ll see the Secretary of HHS come up again 
later so just keep it in mind. The Committee is responsible for monitoring 
and coordinating the implementation of the Strategy. The Strategy being 
referred to is the National Biodefense Strategy which was issued in 
conjunction with NSPM 14. Here are a few key screenshots from the 


National Biodefense Strategy: 


Deliberate and Accidental Biological Threats. The use of biological weapons or their 
proliferation by state or non-state actors presents a significant challenge to our national security, our 
population, our agriculture, and the environment. Multiple nations have pursued clandestine biological 
weapons programs and a number of terrorist groups have sought to acquire biological weapons. In many 
countries around the world, pathogens are stored in laboratories that lack appropriate biosecurity measures 
where they could be diverted by actors who wish to do harm. Similarly, some laboratories do not have 
appropriate biocontainment or biosafety protocols, which could lead to an outbreak through a laboratory 
acquired infection or if a pathogen 1s accidentally released into the environment. Biological material 1s 
ubiquitous and can self-propagate; pathogens are found all over the world—in the environment, animal 
reservoirs, humans, and laboratories. A natural outbreak can lead quickly to not only a public health crisis, 
but also a biosecurity vulnerability due to the thousands of clinical samples that are generated during an 
epidemic, which, if handled without appropriate biosecurity measures, could facilitate the development of a 
biological weapon. 


¢ Science and Technology Will Continue to Advance Globally. The ongoing revolution 
in the life sciences and biotechnology will continue at an ever-increasing rate, offering solutions to many 
of the challenges of ensuring the health, prosperity, and security of a growing global population. These 
technologies, no longer confined to sophisticated research laboratories, are being developed and utilized 
all over the world and the necessary expertise, materials, and equipment are available widely. Advances 


in science and technology bring revolutionary cures and progress, ~ RETIRE 
Sibi Sietinal aal The United States has a responsibility to ensure our technology, 


development, and assistance programs do not exacerbate this risk unintentionally. 






3.4.4 Support the Continuity of Operations. 


* Further refine, exercise, and evaluate Continuity of Operations plans (including the 


mitigation of impacts on critical infrastructure located within and outside the United States) 
to ensure continuation of National Essential Functions during and after bioicidents. 








@ Secure, protect, and restore, as needed, critical infrastructure assets that have the potential to 
Impact or be impacted by the spread of the bioicident. 


@ Secure and protect critical information and communications systems necessary for 
biodefense. 


The National Biodefense Strategy discusses the following: 


e Deliberate biological threats 


e Pathogens stored in laboratories that lack appropriate 
security 


e Intentional misuse of advances in science and technology 


e The support and preservation of Continuity of Operations, 
including appropriate devolution 


Before we move on, let’s do a quick summary of what we’ve put together so 
far. 


e Two days after the moratorium on gain-of-function 
research was lifted, Fauci made the statement that “‘no 
doubt Trump will face surprise infectious disease 
outbreak” 


e There are multiple examples of NGOs and the political 
establishment holding “pandemic exercises” 


e The United States Government was funding gain-of- 
function research at the Wuhan Institute of Virology 
through grant money originating from the Anthony Fauci 
led NIAID 


e Trump’s December 2017 National Security Strategy 
specifically mentions pandemics that “Take lives, 
generate economic losses, and contribute to the loss of 
confidence in government institutions” 


e Trump’s September 2018 NSPM 14 was specifically 
geared toward supporting national biodefense and was 
issued in conjunction with the National Biodefense 
Strategy 


e The National Biodefense Strategy discusses deliberate 
biological threats and outlines support and preservation of 
continuity of operations 


e NSPM 14 established a committee chaired by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services that was tasked 
with implementing the National Biodefense Strategy 


e NSPM 14 established the National Security Advisor as the 
lead for policy coordination and review to provide 
strategic input and facilitate policy integration for Federal 
biodefense efforts 


Now this is where things get really interesting. 


Modernizing Influenza Vaccines 


Since the beginning of his Presidency, Donald Trump and our military have 
viewed China as the biggest threat to not just America, but Democracy 
everywhere. This fact has been mentioned by Trump numerous times but 
was also laid out in the previously mentioned National Security Strategy: 


For decades, U.S. policy was rooted in the belief 
that support for China's rise and for its integra- 
tion into the post-war international order would 
liberalize China. Contrary to our hopes, China 
expanded its power at the expense of the sov- 
ereignty of others. China gathers and exploits 
data on an unrivaled scale and spreads features 
of its authoritarian system, including corrup- 
tion and the use of surveillance. It is building the 
most capable and well-funded military in the 
world, after our own. Its nuclear arsenal is grow- 
ing and diversifying. Part of China's military mod- 
ernization and economic expansion 1s due to its 
access to the U.S. innovation economy, includ- 


ing America’s world-class universities. 


Although the United States seeks to continue to 


cooperate with China, China 
is UsSINg economic induce- 
ments and penalties, influ- 
ence operations, and implied 
military threats to persuade 
other states to heed its political 
and security agenda. China's 
infrastructure investments 
and trade strategies reinforce 
its geopolitical aspirations. 
lts efforts to build and milt- 
tarize outposts in the South 
China Sea endanger the free 
flaw of trade, threaten the sov- 
ereignty of other nations, and 


undermine regional stabil- 


Sustaining fai 
of power u 
strong comm 
cooperation 
partners bec 
partners mag 


and extend 


ity. China has mounted a rapid military modern- 


ization campaign designed to limit U.S. access to 


the region and provide China a freer hand there. 


China presents its ambitions as mutually ben- 


eficial, but Chinese dominance risks diminish- 


ing the sovereignty of many states in the Indo- 


Pacific. States throughout the region are calling 


for sustained U.S. leadership in a collective 


response that upholds a regional order respect- 


ful of sovereignty and independence. 


Remember what we have already discussed. There were “hints” of a 
pandemic that might arise During Trump’s administration. NGO’s and 
universities with sketchy ties to the “Deep State” were running “pandemic 
exercises”. There are interesting ties between the WIV and our own 
Anthony Fauci (among others). Trump was already taking steps to beef up 
our biodefense in the face of a pandemic and deliberate biological threats. 
He also likely has “Judas Goats” among the enemy which could provide 
intel. Knowing all of that and knowing how Trump viewed China based on 
his National Security Strategy, I can guarantee you that a large focus of our 
military surveillance and intelligence was on the WIV in China. I believe 
some of the actions he took can around the time that Covid began nearly 
prove that. 


Before I show you those actions there is one more interesting thing we need 
to look at. As I have already stated, we don’t yet have all the facts 
surrounding the Covid-19 pandemic but there are some interesting details 
we can look at as we’re piecing things together. In August of 2021, the 
House Foreign Affairs Republicans issued a report that provides us with 
some important information on the origins of Covid-19. 


The Wuhan Institute of Virology 


Last September, the House Foreign Affairs Committee Minority Staff, under the direction of Ranking 
Member Michael T. McCaul, released a report on the origins of the COVID-19 pandemic. That report 
highlighted the possibility SARS-CoV-2 could have leaked from the Wuhan Institute of Virology 
(WIV). However, as we continued our investigation and uncovered more information, we now 
believe it’s time to completely dismiss the wet market as the source of the outbreak. We also believe 
the preponderance of the evidence proves the virus did leak from the WIV and that it did so sometime 


This is based upon multiple pieces of evidence laid out in the report, including: 
# The sudden removal of the WIV's virus and sample database in the middle of the night on 
September 12, 2019 and without explanation; 
# Safety concerns expressed by top PRC scientists in 2019 and unusually scheduled maintenance at 
the WIV: 
© Athletes at the Military World Games held in Wuhan in October 2019 who became sick with 
symptoms similar to COVID-19 both while in Wuhan and also shortly after returning to their 
home countries; 
© Satellite imagery of Wuhan in September and October 2019 that showed a significant uptick in 
the number of people at local hospitals surrounding the WIV's headquarters, coupled with an 
unusually high number of patients with symptoms similar to COVID-19; 
¢ The installation of a People’s Liberation Army’s bioweapons expert as the head of the WIV's 
Biosafety Level 4 lab (BSL-4), possibly as early as late 2019; and 
# Actions by the Chinese Communist Party and scientists working at or affiliated with the WIV to 
hide or coverup the type of research being conducted at there, 
The report concludes that Covid originated from the Wuhan Institute of 
Virology and also gives us some dates we can look at: 


e Covid originated from the WIV sometime before 
September 12, 2019 


e The WIV’s virus and sample database was removed in the 
middle of the night on September 12, 2019 


e The World Military Games took place from the 18th to 
27th of October 2019 in Wuhan, China and was the first 
“super-spreader” of Covid 


e The United States has satellite imagery of Wuhan 


Now is when we need to recall what I told you about the Assistant to the 
President for National Security Affairs (APNSA) also known as the National 
Security Advisor. Not only was the position of National Security Advisor 
given a lead role for Federal biodefense efforts, but it was also given one of 
the most important roles in the implementation and execution of devolution 
laid out by EO 13961. I can’t stress enough how important it is for you to 
read Devolution - Part 13 to understand the importance of EO 13961. 


On September 10, 2019, President Trump fired John Bolton as the National 
Security Advisor: 


John Bolton 





Bolton in July 2012 
#fth United States National Security 


Advisor 
In office 
April 9, 2018 — September 10) 2019 
President Donald Trump 


On September 18, 2019, Robert O’Brien took office as the National Security 
Advisor: 




















Robert C. O'Brien 
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In office 
(September 18/2019 - January 20, 2021 
| President Donald Trump 


The very next day, on September 19th, 2019, Donald Trump issued 


Executive Order 13887: Modernizing Influenza Vaccines in the United 
States to Promote National Security and Public Health: 


Executive Order 19887 of September 19, 2019 


Modernizing Influenza Vaccines in the United States 
to Promote National Security and Public Health 


By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the 
United States of America, including section 301 of title 3, United States Code, it is 


hereby ordered as follows: 


Section 1. Findings. (a) Influenza viruses are constantly changing as they 
circulate globally in humans and animals. Relatively minor changes in these 
viruses cause annual seasonal influenza outbreaks, which result in millions of 
illnesses, hundreds of thousands of hospitalizations, and tens of thousands ot 
deaths each year in the United States. Periodically, new intluenza A viruses 
emerge from animals, including birds and pigs, that can spread efficiently and 
have sustained transmission among humans. This situation is called an influenza 
pandemic (pandemic). Unlike seasonal influenza, a pandemic has the potential to 
spread rapidly around the globe, infect higher numbers of people, and cause high 
rates of illness and death in populations that lack prior immunity. While it is not 
possible to predict when or how frequently a pandemic may occur, there have 
been 4 pandemics in the last 100 years. The most devastating pandemic occurred 
in 1918-1919 and is estimated to have killed more than 50 million people 


worldwide, including 675,000 Americans. 


Sec. 2. Policy. It is the policy of the United States to modernize the domestic 
influenza vaccine enterprise to be highly responsive, flexible, scalable, and more 


effective at preventing the spread of influenza viruses. This is a public |) health 


and , as intluenza has the potential to significantly harm 





the United States and our interests, including through large-scale illness and 
death, disruption to military operations, and damage to the economy. This order 
directs actions to reduce the United States' reliance on egg-based influenza 
vaccine production; to expand domestic capacity of alternative methods that 


allow more agile and rapid responses to emerging influenza viruses; to advance 








és; and to support the promotion of 


increased intluenza vaccine immunization across recommended populations. 






Sec, 3. National Influenza Vaccine Ta . (a) There is hereby established a 
National Influenza Vaccine Task Force (Task Force). The Task Force shall 
identify actions to achieve the objectives identified in section 2 ot this order and 
monitor and report on the implementation and results of those actions. The Task 
Force shall be : 


Section 3 of EO 13887 established the National Influenza Vaccine Task 
force which is co-chaired by the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services (remember I told you to keep the position of 








Secretary of Health and Human services in mind). The task force was 
created to “achieve the objectives identified in section 2” of EO 13887. 


Let’s look at a few more very interesting details within EO 13887. 
(f) Within 120 days of the date of this order, the Task Force shall submit a report 
to the President, through the Assistant to the President for National Security 


Affairs, the Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy, the Director of the 
fanag dget, and the Director of the Otfice of Science and 


Technology Policy. The report Pion 





(i) a 5-year national plan (Plan) to promote the use of more agile and 
scalable vaccine manufacturing technologies and to accelerate development 


of vaccines that protect against many or all influenza viruses: 


(ii) recommendations for encouraging non-profit, academic, and private- 


sector influenza vaccine Innovation; and 


(iii) recommendations for increasing influenza vaccination among the 
populations recommended by the CDC and for improving public 
understanding of influenza risk and informed influenza vaccine decision- 


making. |) 


The task force created by EO 13887 and co-chaired by the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of Health and Human services was to submit a 
report to the President through some very key positions. Let’s look closer at 
those positions as each one has a role 1n the devolution that we have 


previously discussed. There is only one of these that needs some further 
explanation. The rest you should have sufficient background of their 
significance if you have read Devolution - Part 13: 


e Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs 
(Also known as the National Security Advisor): Robert 
O’Brien 


o Keep in mind that NSPM 14 established the 
National Security Advisor as the lead for policy 
coordination and review to provide strategic 
input and facilitate policy integration for 
Federal biodefense efforts 


e Assistant to the President for Domestic Policy: Joe 
Grogan & Brooke Rollins 


o Joe started in this position at the time EO 13887 
was issued however he resigned in May of 2020 


and was replaced by Brooke Rollins: 


Joe Grogan February 2, 2019 = May 24, 2020 
Donald Trump 


Brooke Rollins | 
| May 24, 2020 January 20, 2021 
Acting 


o After Trump’s first term ended, Brooke went on 


to form a key organization I discussed in 
Devolution - Part 13: 


Post-Trump administration  { edit] 


aration eal in the eee election, Rollins and Larry Kudlow began forming a new nonprofit 


es" The America Fist Poicy Insitute was 


og!" 


organization 
launched in April 2021 a8 a 901(c)(3) organization, 






Rollins is a leader of the Save America Coalition, launched in 2021 to oppose Joe Biden's $3.5 trillion economic 
proposal "4 


e Director of the Office of Management and Budget: Russel 
Vought 


e Director of the Office of Science and Technology Policy: 
Kevin Droegemeir 


The final interesting thing within EO 13887 is what it tasked to the 
Secretary of Defense: 


(b) The Secretary of Defense shall: 
(i) provide OMB with a cost estimate for transitioning DOD's annual 
procurement of influenza vaccines to vaccines manufactured both 
domestically and through faster, more scalable, and innovative technologies: 
(ii) direct, in coordination with the VA, CDC, and other components of HHS, 


(iii) use DOD's network of clinical research sites to evaluate the effectiveness 


of licensed influenza vaccines, including methods of boosting their 


effectiveness; 
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(v) investigate, in collaboration with HHS, alternative correlates of immune 
vaccines; 
(vi) direct the conduct of a study to assess the feasibility of using DOD's 


advanced manufacturing facility for manufacturing cell-based or 


recombinant influenza vaccines during a pandemic; and 


(vii) accelerate, in collaboration with HHS, research regarding rapidly 
scalable prophylactic influenza antibody approaches to complement a 


universal vaccine initiative and address gaps in current vaccine coverage. 


So not only did EO 13887 establish a National Influenza Task Force that 
reported to the President through key people we know to be involved in 
devolution, but it also allowed for the Department of Defense to collaborate 
with the HHS to design and evaluate influenza vaccines. 


This is massively important when we look at some news that just recently 
came out related to the Army and Vaccines. On December 21, 2021, 
Defense One published a bombshell of an article: 


US Army Creates Single Vaccine 
Against All COVID & SARS Variants, 
Researchers Say 


Within weeks, Walter Reed researchers expect to announce that human 
trials show success against Omicron—and even future strains. 





Within weeks, scientists at the Walter Reed Army Institute of Research expect 
to announce that they have developed a vaccine that is effectiveragainst 
COVID-19 and all its Variants} even Omicron, as well as previous SARS-origin 


viruses that have killed millions of people worldwide. 


The achievement is the result of almost two years of work on the virus. The 
Army lab received its first DNA sequencing of the COVID-19 virusliffearly 
2020. Very early on, Walter Reeds infectious diseases branch decided to 
focus on making a vaccine that would work against not just the existing strain 
but all of its potential variants as well. 


Walter Reed's Spike Ferritin Nanoparticle COVID-19 vaccine, or SpFN, 
completed animal trials earlier this year with positive results. Phase 1 of 
human trials, wrapped up this month, again with positive results that are 
undergoing tinal review, Dr. Kayvon Modjarrad, director of Walter Reed's 
infectious diseases branch, said in an exclusive interview with Defense One 
on Tuesday. The new vaccine will still need to undergo phase 2 and phase 3 
trials. 


‘Were testing our vaccine against all the different variants, including 
Omicron, Modjarrad said. 


On Wednesday, Walter Reed officials said in a statement that its vaccine "was 
not tested on the Omicron variant, but later clarified in an email to Defense 
One that while the recently discovered variant was not part of the animal 
studies, it is being tested in the lab against clinical human trial samples. 
These ‘neutralization assays’ test whether antibodies can inhibit the growth 
of a virus. 


"We want to wait for those clinical data to be able to kind of make the full 
public announcements, but so far everything has been moving along exactly 
as we had hoped, Modjarrad said. 


‘With Omicron, there's no way really to escape this virus. Youre not going to 
De able to avoid it. So | think pretty soon either the whole world will be 
vaccinated or have been infected, Modjarrad said. 


The next step is seeing how the new pan-coronavirus vaccine interacts with 
people who were previously vaccinated or previously sick. Walter Reed is 
working with a yet-to-be-named industry partner for that wider rollout. 


‘We need to evaluate it in the real-world setting and try to understand how 
oes the vaccine perform in much larger numbers of individuals who have 
already been vaccinated with something else initially...or already been sick, 
Modjarrad said. 








"We decided to take a look at the long game rather than just only focusing on 
the original emergence of SARS, and instead understand that viruses mutate 
there will be variants that emerge, future viruses that may emerge in terms of 
new species. Our platform and approach will equip people to be prepared for 
that” 


So in early 2020 (With Trump as President) the DOD began research on a 
vaccine that was effective against not just Covid-19 but all “previous SARS- 
origin viruses” and all future variants. They have been working on this for 
almost two years and nearly all of Walter Reed’s 2,500 staff have had some 
role in the development and this 1s the first we heard about it. This vaccine 
would be the death blow to the NWO plans. 


The fact that this type of research was even happening was because of the 
door opened to the DOD from EO 13887. We need to look at this from a 
40,000 ft view because the implications here are truly stunning. 


Let’s recap our previous summary and add a brief timeline surrounding the 
release of Covid: 


e Two days after the moratorium on gain of function 
research was lifted, Fauci made the statement that ““No 
Doubt Trump will face surprise infectious disease 
outbreak” 


e There are multiple examples of NGO’s and the political 
establishment holding “Pandemic exercises” 


e The United States Government was funding gain of 
function research at the Wuhan Institute of Virology 
through grant money originating from the Anthony Fauci 
led NIAID 


e Trump’s December 2017 National Security Strategy 
specifically mentions pandemics that “Take lives, 
generate economic losses, and contribute to the loss of 
confidence in government institutions” 


e Trump’s September 2018 NSPM 14 was specifically 
geared toward supporting national biodefense and was 
issued in conjunction with the National Biodefense 
Strategy 


e The National Biodefense Strategy discusses deliberate 
biological threats and outlines support and preservation of 
continuity of operations 


e NSPM 14 established a committee chaired by the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services that was tasked 
with implementing the National Biodefense Strategy 


e NSPM 14 established the National Security Advisor as the 
lead for policy coordination and review to provide 
strategic input and facilitate policy integration for Federal 
biodefense efforts 


All the above show circumstantial evidence of a Deep State plan to release a 


pandemic on the world and evidence of Trump taking actions to prepare for 
such an attack. Now the timeline surrounding the “escape” of COVID-19: 


e September 10th, 2019 - John Bolton is fired as the 
National Security Advisor 


e September 12th, 2019 (on or before) - Covid-19 is 
thought to have “escaped” the Wuhan Institute of 
Virology lab based on a report by the House Foreign 
Affairs Republicans 


e September 12th, 2019 - The WIV’s virus and sample 
database was removed in the middle of the night 


e September 18th, 2019 - Robert O’Brien took office as 
the National Security Advisor. The National Security 
Advisor is the lead for policy coordination for National 
Biodefense Efforts and would later become a central 
figure to devolution under Executive Order 13961 


e September 19th, 2019 - EO 13887 is issued 


It is no coincidence that EO 13887 was issued the very day after Robert 
O’Brien took office as the National Security Advisor. It has a similar feeling 
to Christopher Miller being appointed Acting Secretary of Defense the day 
after the Associated Press declared Joe Biden the winner of the 2020 
election. Trump knew a pandemic was coming. He started to prepare the 
battlefield and as we can clearly see, EO 13887 plays a major role in that 
preparation. I believe this is only part of the bigger picture. 


I’ve said before that if Donald Trump knew the election was going to be 
stolen and did nothing about it, then I would consider him complicit in the 
destruction of America. I’m going to say the same thing here regarding 
COVID-19. If Donald Trump knew there was going to be a pandemic, 
which I believe he did, and he didn’t take steps to fight it, then I would 
consider him complicit in the destruction brought about by the pandemic as 
well. 


I believe EO 13887 and the military vaccine that stemmed from it goes 
hand-in-hand with something Trump has been consistently touting as one of 
his greatest achievements - Operation Warp Speed (OWS). 


Operation Warp Speed 
I believe EO 13887 and OWS are the two primary steps Donald Trump took 


to fight Covid-19 and the plan of control brought about by the Deep State. I 
think we need to look at OWS a little closer for some context. Here are some 
screenshots from the Operation Warp Speed plan: 


The development of a COVID-19 vaccine was crucial to mitigating the 
public health and economic impacts of the virus. By the end of March 
2020, with the initiation of the first clinical trials, the race was on in the 
United States to develop a vaccine. On December 14, 2020, the United 
States took an important step to protect the public against the virus as the 
first vaccine shots—developed in a shorter time than any previous 
vaccine—were administered. 


As part of the U.S. vaccine effort, on May 15, 2020, the federal 
overnment announced ( 










| As stated on the HHS website, the goal was 
to produce 300 million doses of COVID-19 vaccines, with initial doses 
available by January 2021. Although FDA has authorized two vaccines for 
emergency use, OWS has not yet met its production goals.* Our 
November 2020 report included the following figure describing how the 
federal government aimed to accelerate the development of a COVID-19 
vaccine (see fig. 1).° DOD and HHS have obligated aa $13 
billion as of December 31, 2020, to support t 









Vaccines and Therapeutics 


Multiple federal agencies, through Operation Warp Speed, continue to support the development and 
manufacturing of vaccines and therapeutics to prevent and treat COVID-19. As of January 6, 2021, two of the 
six vaccines supported by Operation Warp Speed have been authorized for emergency use, and vaccine 
distribution and administration have begun. (See figure below). However, distribution and administration fell 
short of expectations set for the end of the year. As of December 30, 2020, Operation Warp Speed had 
distributed (shipped) about 12.4 million doses of COVID-19 vaccine and providers reported administering about 
2.8 million initial doses, according to Centers for Disease Control and Prevention data. In September 2020, GAO 


stressed the importance of having a plan that focused on coordination and communication and recommended 


that HHS, with the support of the Department of Defense, establish a time frame for documenting and sharing a 
national plan for distributing and administering COVID*19 vaccifié, and among other things, outline an approach 


for how efforts would be coordinated across federal agencies and nonfederal entities.To date, this 





recommendationhas not been fully implemented. GAO reiterates the importance of doing so. Effective 
coordination and communication among federal agencies, commercial partners, jurisdictions, and providers is 
critical to successfully deploying COVID-19 vaccines and managing public expectations, especially because the 


initial supply of vaccine has been limited. 


Operation Warp Speed established a partnership between DoD and HHS to 
support the development, manufacture, and distribution of vaccines. 
Remember why the DoD and HHS are so important: 


e The Secretary of HHS is the chair of the Biodefense 
Steering committee tasked with implementing the 
National Biodefense Strategy that was established by 
NSPM 14 


e The Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of HHS co- 
chaired the National Influenza Vaccine Task Force. 


e EO 13887 allowed the Secretary of Defense to implement 
vaccine development within the DoD 


Within the framework of OWS, the DoD and HHS are assisting Big Pharma 
in fast-tracking their vaccine development, manufacturing, and distribution. 
We know Big Pharma is part of the Deep State and would love to keep us in 


a perpetual state of vaccines and variants. If Trump hadn’t issued EO 13887 
and then implemented OWS, it could have taken years upon years before we 
ever saw a vaccine, and that perpetual nightmare of variants and vaccines 
would have become a reality. Just how long would they have kept us locked 
down? Instead, EO 13887 paved the way for fast-tracked vaccines and the 
DoD and HHS helped get these Big Pharma vaccines to the public ASAP. 
This heroically sabotaged the Deep State’s original plan. Their entire 
timeline was overhauled and replaced with Trump’s timeline. 


Now this is where some minor speculation comes into play but I’m only 
speculating based on the evidence I have put forth. 


I believe Operation Warp Speed to be two-fold. 


1. Trump not only moved the timeline of their plan up by many years, but he 
allowed them to get their first vaccines distributed ASAP. That necessitated 
the acceleration of their phase two variant which brought about the need for 
new vaccines and boosters. This accelerated rollout made their plan obvious 
to the whole world. Endless variants and endless vaccines and the 
ostracization of anybody who didn’t comply. Exposes Fauci, Big Pharma, 
the Biden administration, Media, etc. 


2. The second part is the behind-the-scenes production of an effective single 
vaccine that works against all future variants. This catch-all vaccine destroys 
their plan in one blow. While they are gearing up for a “Dark Winter” and 
more lockdowns, we get news of a vaccine that ends the current virus and all 
future viruses they could throw at us. 


The point here is that while the DoD and HHS were helping to rush the 
ineffective Big Pharma vaccines to market, they were working on their own 
vaccine in secret. There were zero leaks and that tells me 1t was a White Hat 
operation. Part of the mandate for the DoD and HHS under OWS was to 
“assist in the development” of the Big Pharma vaccines but clearly Big 
Pharma wasn’t in the loop about this new military vaccine that could end the 
pandemic outright. 


Everything we covered further solidifies that devolution is in play. Many of 
the same players we know to be involved with devolution based on what we 
discuss in Devolution - Part 13 also play significant roles in Trump’s 
pandemic countermoves. The operation Trump set in motion surrounding 
the pandemic and the devolution operation discussed in the Devolution 
Series are one in the same. 


Closing 


I posted a few polls to my telegram channel and we are able to come to 


some logical conclusions based on the data gathered: 


Patel Patriot 


If the election were held tomorrow and Trump and Biden were 
both running, who would you vote for? 


96% Trump 
¥ 


0% Biden 


4% 3rd Party Candidate 


Patel Patriot 


Has Trumps pro-vaccine stance led you to get the vaccine? 


1% Yes 


99%) No 


Patel Patriot 


Has Trumps pro-vaccine stance changed the fact that you would 
vote for him? 


92% | would still Vote for Trump 


8% Trump no longer has my vote 





When I look at the above results, it tells me that Trump’s pro-vaccine stance 
isn’t geared towards his base. A majority of his supporters will still vote for 
him regardless, and those same supporters still won’t get the jab even 
though Trump supports it. Trump knows all of this. Trump has taught his 
base to question what the mainstream media and government officials tell 
us. Trump has taught us to do our own research and use our freedom of 
choice to make the decision we feel is best. So if his pro-vax stance isn’t 
geared towards his supporters, we can logically determine it’s for those who 
don’t support him. 


Clif High has presented what I would consider to be the best explanation of 
Trump’s pro-vaccine stance. This brief 15 minute video outlines it. It’s a 
great theory that fits the facts available to us. 


When Trump talks about the vaccines, we simply can’t take him at face 
value. EO 13887 and OWS dramatically accelerated all timelines, causing 
the Deep State to panic and go all-in on increasingly unhinged mandates, 
variants, and vaccines. Don’t forget what Trump’s ultimate goal here is - he 
is trying to unite America against those who seek to control and destroy us. 
He is engineering a mass awakening and he has to do so while carefully 
navigating the COVID and vaccine situation. How do you reach the half the 
population who have been savagely indoctrinated by the leftist universities 
and mainstream media? They believe the vaccines are literally the only 
solution to ending the pandemic. How would the media react to Trump 
coming out against the vaccine? 


We can speculate all day long as to why Trump is doing what he is doing 
but we won’t have the answers until the dust settles. If you’re looking for 
why he has been so consistent in his pro-vax stance, you won’t find the 
answer here but this is what I can tell you - Donald Trump knew a pandemic 
was coming and he took steps to prepare for it. 


What his military vaccine news demonstrates to us is that we still don’t have 
the full picture of what is truly going on behind the scenes in the war against 
the Deep State. You know who does have the full picture? 


President Donald John Trump 
Let’s not lose faith in him now. 


I don’t mention this very often, but prior to starting the Devolution series I 
was posting my content on a small social media platform. I’d like to show 
you how I ended one of my first ever threads from February 11th, 2021, 
because my feelings haven’t changed in the slightest: 


— a 


Trump loves this country, and has gone through hell fighting to save it. He has made 
and KEPT promise after promise to us. 


My vote is one of the least significant things Trump has earned from me. He's 
earned my admiration, my respect, and most of all, my trust. None of that probably 


if I_i 


means much to him but it means a lot to me and there are a lot of ‘Mes’ out there. 


He said “The best is yet to come’ and we believe him. Hes given us no reason to 
doubt him. 


END 





Devolution - Part 16 To Xi, or Not To Xi? 


Patel Patriot 


Jan 21 





If you haven't read the previous installments of my Devolution series, you can do 
here on my website: 


https://www.devolution.link/ 


Find me on Telegram here: https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to 
Subscribe to support my work! 
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Special “Thank you’s” for this article go to: 


e The Kate Awakening - Telegram: 
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I have had some interesting conversations lately with many about whether 
Trump is working with Xi and Putin in the fight against the Deep State. I see 
merit in the argument that Putin would work with Trump. Putin is a true 
Russian patriot and he appears to be very self-serving. Putin has shown 
disdain for western governments (especially the US State Department under 
Obama) and their role in the color revolutions in eastern Europe. It’s 
possible that Putin would work with Trump in the fight against the Deep 
State. The enemy of my enemy is my friend. 


The idea that Trump has been working with Xi, however, has been harder 
for me to get behind. But we won’t know the truth until all is said and done, 
if we ever find out the truth at all. 


If you haven’t yet realized this about me, I’m stubborn. I base my analysis 
on available facts because in doing so, it generally means I’m right, and I 
enjoy being right (who doesn’t?). ’'m not saying I’m right about X1, but I 


did set out to find as many facts as possible to back up my belief that Xi is 
the enemy and in doing so I came across very interesting data points. 


I can’t tell you definitively whether Xi and Trump are working together, but 
I believe this article should leave you with no doubt that the United States is 
at war with China. Trump made numerous strategic moves starting from the 


November 3rd, 2020, leading up to Joe Biden’s “inauguration” on January 
20th, 2021. 


Stating the Obvious 


If you look on the archived official website of President Donald Trump, you 
can find a trove of useful information. This is one area I hadn’t really 
explored in detail until now. There is a lot we can learn here. 


On November 2nd, 2020 - the day before the 2020 Presidential election - 
Robert O’Brien published a statement on the White House website along 
with a PDF document titled “President Trump on China: Putting America 
First”. 


President Trump on China: 
Putting America First 


— FOREIGNPOLICY = |ssued on: November 2, 2020 
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The document itself stated it was “A collection of speeches laying out the 
most significant United States foreign policy shift in a generation”. Let’s 
look at Robert O’Brien’s introduction. 


For decades, Donald J. Trump was one of the few prominent Americans to 
recognize the true nature of the Chinese Communist Party and its threat to 
America’s economic and|politicaliway of lifé. Now, under President Trump's 
leadership, the United States is taking action to protect our nation and its partners 
from an increasingly assertive China. We are no longer turning a blind eye to the 
People’s Republic of China’s conduct nor are we hiding our criticism of its 


Communist Party behind closed doors. 


The speeches included in this book, starting with Vice President Mike Pence’s 
groundbreaking remarks on October 2018 and ending with President Trump’s call 
to action at the 75th session of the United Nations General Assembly, are a key 


component of the Administration’s effort to protect the American people. 


Until now, senior American officials had never spoken publicly with such candor 
and consistency about the challenge posed by China to our nation. Earlier this 
year, President Trump asked four of his most senior national security officials, 
Robert C. O’Brien, Christopher Wray, William Barr, and Michael Pompeo, to explain 
current U.S. policy on China to the American people. Over the summer of 2020, 


they did so in a series of speeches delivered around the country. 


Collectively, the remarks contained in this book achieve several important 


objectives. They educate our citizens abou the threat posed bythe Chinese 


These speeches also alert our allies and partners so that they, too, should stand 


up for their own people, and for our mutual interests and values. The competition 
with which we are faced is not China versus the United States. Itis the Chinese 

















These high-level speeches serve to combat the propaganda machine at the heart 
of the Chinese Communist Party’s global strategy. President Trump understands 
that it is past time for America to counter China’s messaging about the supposed 


strengths of its authoritarian model. 


In his 2018 address to the Hudson Institute, Vice President Pence discussed the 
whole-of-government approach that the Chinese Communist Party is employing 
to advance its influence in the United States, using political, economic, military, 


and propaganda tools. 


Following Vice President Pence’s address, Deputy National Security Advisor 
Matthew Pottinger spoke to a worldwide Chinese audience about the populist 
democracy movement that began a century ago in Beijing and is the proud 
heritage of the Chinese people. He demonstrated that Chinese history contains 
another path for China’s people. 


Next, Ambassador O’Brien explained the ideology and global ambitions of the 
Chinese Communist Party to a business forum in Phoenix, Arizona. Many in the 
West, especially in the business community, are not aware that China today is one 


of the last few Marxist-Leninist nations on earth. 


FBI Director Wray followed with an expose of the pervasiveness of the People’s 
Republic of China’s espionage and intellectual property theft from our 
government, our companies, and our partners. He noted that such theft 


constitutes one of the greatest wealth transfers in human history. 


Attorney General Barr, for his part, warned the American business community of 
its obligation to protect our national security notwithstanding the blandishments 


of the Party and the lure of the Chinese market. 


Secretary Pompeo concluded the series by outlining what has become the most 
significant shift in U.S. foreign policy ina generation, America’s diplomatsand 


President Trump’s two speeches, from May and September 2020, hold the\Chinese 


Communist Party accountable for the Covid-19 pandemic. The President made 


clear that Beijing’s blunders no longer affect only the Chinese people, as they did 








under Mao Zedong. They impact the entire world. President Trump points out that 
beyond the Covid-19 pandemic, China’s environmental devastation in the Pacific 
and illegal over-fishing in every ocean are but two examples of how China treats 


the rest of the world. 


On the occasion of China’s ending of the “onelcountryytwolsystems” construct 
that had guaranteed Hong Kong's freedom until 2047, the President announced a 
range of significant penalties, noting the “plain facts [of What Chinadid) cannotbe 


President Trump made plain in his May speech, “The United States wants an open 
and constructive relationship with China, but achieving that relationship requires 
us toWVigorously defend our Mationalinterests!’ This book explains what President 
Trump means by his call for a vigorous defense of our national interests vis a vis 


China. 


The Chinese Communist Party prefers not to have the information and messages 
contained in this book shared. It does not want people around the world to know 


what the Party really believes, is doing, and is planning, 


Taken together, the speeches herein are similar to U.S. diplomat George Kennan’s 


1946 "Long Telegram” to the State Department that outlined his views on the 


Soviet Union. This book is different from the “Long Telegram” in two important 





respects. First, unlike Kennan’s case, written by an envoy at post, this book 
contains the words and policies of the President and his most senior officials. 
Second, given China’s population size, economic prowess, and historic global 
ambitions, the People’s Republic of China is a more capable competitor than the 





The intro to this collection of speeches alone paints a very clear picture - 
China is the biggest threat to not just America, but to democracy 
everywhere, and it’s no coincidence that this book was released the day 
before the election. The entire PDF is 128 pages so I won’t be breaking it 
down in full. I will do my best to pull out the parts that I found were most 
important from each speech, but I urge you to read it in its entirety for 
yourself. 


The following will be screenshots I have selected from the various speeches. 
Keep in mind it may not necessarily flow since each screenshot is from a 
different part of the speech but they all provide important context. 


Mike Pence - October 4th, 2018 


From early in this administration, President Trump has made our rela- 
tionship with China and President Xi a priority. On April 6th of last year, 
President Trump welcomed President Xi to Mar-a-Lago. On November 
8th of last year, President Trump traveled to Beijing, where China's 
leader welcomed him warmly, 


Over the course of the past two years, our President has forged a strong 
personal relationship with the President of the People’s Republic of 
China, and they've worked closely on issues of common interest, most 
importantly the denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula. 


But | come before you today because the American people deserve to 
know that, as we speak, Beijing is employing a whole-of-government 
approach, using political, economic, and military tools, as well as pro- 
paganda, its | itits | | | 





China is also applying this power in more proactive ways than ever 
before, | the don | 





Now these are only a few of the ways that China has sought to advance 
its strategic interests across the world, with growing intensity and 
sophistication, Yet previous administrations all but ignored China’s 


actions, Andinmany.casesytheyabetted them. But those days are over. 


Under President Trump’s leadership, the United States of America has 
been defending our interests with renewed American strength. 


We've been making the strongest military in the history of the world 
stronger still, Earlier this year, President Trump signed into law the 
largest increase in our national defense since the days of Ronald 
Reagan—$716 billion to extend the strength of the American military 
to every domain, 


We’re modernizing our nuclear arsenal. We're fielding and developing 
new cutting-edge fighters and bombers, We're building a new genera- 
tion of aircraft carriers and warships. We're investing as never before in 
Our armed forces, And this includes initiating the process to establish 
the United States Space Force to ensure our continued dominance in 
space, and we | | | 








As | said before, as we speak, Beijing is employing a whole-of-govern- 
ment approach to advance its influence and benefit its interests. It’s 
employing this power in more proactive and coercive ways tointerfere 





The Chinese Communist Party is rewarding or coercing American busi- 
nesses, movie studios, universities, think tanks, scholars, journalists, 
and localystat ficials, 


And worst of all, China has initiated an unprecedented effort tovintlu- 











President. 
There can be no doubt: ChinasisomeddlingsinsAmerica’ssdemocracy: 


As President Trump said just ‘on en, we lai in his oe hau 
that China has been attemptin; | 








Our intelligence community says that “China is targeting U.S. state 
and local governments and officials to exploit any divisions between 
federal and local levels on policy, It’s using wedge issues, like trade 
tariffs, to advance Beijing’s political influence,” 


And Beijing routinely demands that Hollywood portray China in a 
strictly positive light. It punishes studios and producers that don’t. 
Beijing's censors are quick to edit or outlaw movies that criticize China, 
even in sian ioteamteylliatliasiidaapnadionials 
script’s men | hina. The movie, 
Red Da Dawn” was as etal ated to ai th ils North Korean, not 
Chinese. 











| mean, look no further than the Chinese Students and Scholars 
Association, of which there are more than 150 branches across 
America’s campuses. These groups help organize social events for 
some of the more than 430,000 Chinese nationals studying in the 
UnitedStates, They also alert Chinese consulates and embassies when 
Chinese students, and American schools, stray fromthe Communist 
Party line. 

And when it comes to Beijing’s malign influence and interference in 
American politics and policy, we will continue to expose it, no matter 
the form it takes. We will work with leaders at every level of society to 
defend our national interests and most cherished ideals, The American 


And under President Trump’s leadership, | can assure you, America will 
stay the course, China should know that the American people ana their 
elected officials in both parties are resolved. 


As our National Security Strategy states: We should remember that 


“Competitiondoesnotalwaysimeanhostility,’ nor does it have to. The 


President has made clear, we want a constructive relationship with 
Beijing where our prosperity and security grow together, not apart. 
While Beijing has been moving further away from this vision, China’s 
rulers can still change course and return to the spirit of reform and 
opening that characterize the beginning of this relationship decades 
ago. The American people want nothing more; and the Chinese people 
deserve nothing less, 


Mike Pence touches on numerous topics throughout his speech. He 
mentioned multiple times China’s “interference and influence operations” as 
well as their cyber activity. Pence even specifically calls China out for 
meddling in our democracy and elections. My favorite line from this speech 
is this: 

“Trump’s leadership is working; and China wants a different American 
President” 


Donald Trump - May 30th, 2020 


The United States wants an open and constructive relationship with 
China, but ut achieving that relationship requires us to vigorouslydefend 
ourn erests, The Chinese government has continually vio- 
ated its promises to us and so many other nations. 








These plain facts cannot be overlooked or swept aside, The world is 
now suffering as a result of the malfeasancevof the Chinese'govern- 
ment. China’s cover-up of the Wuhan virus allowed the disease to 
spread all over the world, instigating a global pandemic that has cost 
more than 100,000 American lives and over a million lives worldwide, 


The world needs answers from China on the virus. We must have trans- 


parency, Why is it that China shut off infected people from Wuhan to all 
other parts of China? It went nowhere else, It didn’t go to Beijing: it went 
nowhere else, But allowed them to freely travel throughout the world, 
including Europe and the United States. 





We must have 





answers not only for us but for the rest of the world. 


This pandemic has underscored the crucial importance of building 
up America’s economic independence, reshoring our critical supply 
chains and protecting America’s scientific and technological advances. 


Trump’s focus here is on China and Covid-19 but I think it’s important to 
highlight the tone and language he uses when discussing China. At the 
beginning of his Presidency he was very diplomatic, but the pandemic 
changed everything. Trump viewed Covid as an attack. More on that to 
come. 


Robert O’Brien - June 24, 2020 


Let us be clear, the Chinese Communist Party is a Marxist-Leninist orga- 


nization. The Party General Secretary Xi Jinping sees himself as Josef 


Stalin’ssuccessor.”* In fact, as the journalist and former Australian gov- 
ernment official John Garnaut has noted, the Chinese Communist Party 
is the last “ruling communist party that never split with Stalin, with the 
partial exception of North Korea.” Yes, Stalin—the man whose brutal 
dictatorship and disastrous policies killed roughly 20 million Russians 
and others through famine, forced collectivization, executions, and 
labor camps.” As interpreted and practiced by Lenin, Stalin, and Mao, 
communism is a totalitarian ideology.” 
Americans should be concerned, We should not be concerned only 
for the Chinese people but also for ourselves, Xivinping’s:ambitions 
)r ideological control imited to hi plen The Chinese 
Communist Party’s stated goal is to create a “Community of Common 
Destiny for Mankind,” and remake the world in its image, The etfort to 
control thought beyond the borders of China is well under way. 





President Trump understands that lasting peace comes through 
strength, We are the strongest nation on earth, and we will not bend to 
the Chinese Communist Party, As the foregoing actions demonstrate, 
malignvactivity. The Trump Administration will speak out and reveal 
what the Chinese Communist Party believes, and what it is planning— 
not just for China and Hong Kong and Taiwan, but for the world, 








Together with our allies and partners, wenwilleresistethesChinese 











days of American passivity and naivety regarding the People’s Republic 
of China and its communist rulers are over. 

As Americans, | am certain that we will rise to successfully meet the 
challenge presented by the Chinese Communist Party, just as we have 
responded to all the great crises in our history. President Trump is 
leading the way. And like President Trump, | firmly believe that our best 


days as a country remain ahead of us. 


Robert O’Brien didn’t hold anything back and explicitly calls out Xi Jinping 
and how Xi “sees himself as the next Joseph Stalin.” He specifically 
mentions the Trump administration countering the “CCP’s malign activity” 
and how “we will resist their efforts to manipulate our people and our 
government and undermine our sovereignty.” That sounds as if he knew 


they might be looking to interfere in our elections. 

Bill Barr - July 17th, 2020 

I'm privileged to speak here today about what may prove to be the most 
important issue for our nation and the world in the twenty-first century 
and that is, the United States’ response to the global ambitions of the 
Chinese Communist Party, The CCP rules with an iron fist over one of the 
great ancient civilizations of the world, It seeks to leverage the immense 
power, productivity, and ingenuity of the Chinese people to overthrow 
the rule-based international system and to make the world safe for dic- 
tatorship, How the United States responds to this challenge will have 
historic implications and will determine whether the United States and 


its liberal democratic allies will continue to shape their own destiny or 
whether the CCP and its autocratic tributaries will continue, will control 
the future, Since the 1890's, at least, the United States has been the 
technological leader of the world, And from that prowess, has come our 
prosperity, the opportunity for generations of Americans, and our secu- 
rity, It’s because of that that we were able to play such a pivotal role 
in world history, but turning back the threat of fascism and the threat 
of communism, What's at stake these days is whether we can maintain 
that leadership position and that technological leadership, Are we going 
to be the generation that has allowed that to be stolen—which is really 
stealing the future of our children and our grandchildren? 

Deng Xiaoping, whose economic reform launched China's remarkable 
rise had a famous motto: “hide your strength and bide your time,’ Thatis 
precisely what China has done, China’s economy has quietly grown from 
about 2 percent of the world’s GDP in 1980, to nearly 20 percent today. 
And by someestimates based on purchasing parity, the Chineseeconomy 


is already larger than ours, The General Secretary of the Chinese 
Communist Party, Xivinping, who has centralized power to a degree not 
seen since the dictatorship of Mao Zedong, now speaks openly of China 
moving closer to the center stage, building a socialism that is superior to 
capitalism, and replacing the American dream with the Chinese solu- 
tion. China is no longer hiding it strength nor biding its time, From the 
perspective of its communist rulers, China's time has arrived. 

If what happened in China stayed in China, that would be bad enough, 
Butinstead of America changing China, Chinais leveraging its economic 
power to change America, As this Administration’s China Strategy rec- 
ognizes, “the CCP’s campaign to compel ideological conformity does 
not stop at China’s borders,” Rather, the CCP seeks to extend its influ- 
ence around the world, including on American soil. 


As China’s government loses credibility around the world, the Justice 
Department has seen more and more PRC officials and their proxies 
reaching out to corporate leaders and inveighing them to favor policies 
and actions favored by the Chinese Communist Party. Their objective 
varies, but their pitch is generally the same: the businessperson has 
economic interests in China, and there is a Suggestion that things will 
90 better (or worse) for them depending on their response to the PRC’s 
request. Privately pressuring or courting American corporate leaders 
to promote policies (or U.S. politicians) presents a significant threat, 
because hiding behind American voices allows the Chinese govern- 
ment to elevate its influence campaigns and put a “friendly face” on 
pro-regime policies. The legislator or policymaker who hears from 
these American businessmen is properly more sympathetic to that 
constituent than to a foreigner. And by masking its participation in our 
political process, the PRC avoids accountability for its influence efforts 
and the public outcry that might result, if its lobbying were exposed, 


The CCP has launched an orchestrated campaign, across all of its many 
tentacles in Chinese government and society, to exploit the open- 
ness of our institutions in order to destroy them. To secure a world of 
freedom and prosperity for our children and grandchildren, the free 
world will need its own version of the whole-of-society approach, in 
which the public and private sectors maintain their essential sepa- 
ration but work together collaboratively to resist domination and to 
win the contest for the commanding heights of the global economy, 
America has done that before and we rekindle our love and devotion 
for our country and each other, | am confident that we—the American 
people, the American government, and American business together— 
can do it again, Our freedom depends on it. 


Barr’s speech feels similar to O’Brien’s, and he also specifically calls out Xi 
Jinping openly speaking of “replacing the American dream with the Chinese 
solution.” He also mentions China’s influence efforts in our political 
process. 


Michael R. Pompeo - July 23rd, 2020 


My remarks today are the fourth set of remarks in a series of China 
speeches that | asked National Security Advisor Robert O’Brien, FBI 


Director Chris Wray, and the Attorney General Barr to deliver alongside 
me. 


We had a very clear purpose, a real mission. It was to explain the differ- 
ent facets of America’s relationship with China, the massive imbalances 
in that relationship that have built up over decades, and the Chinese 
Communist Party’s designs for hegemony. 


Our goal was to make clear that the threats to Americans that President 
Trump’s China policy aims to address are clear and our strategy for 
securing those freedoms established, 


Ambassador O’Brien spoke about ideology. FBI Director Wray talked 
about espionage. Attorney General Barr spoke about economics, And 
now my goal today is to putt all together for the American people and 
detail what the China threat means for our economy, for our liberty, 
and indeed for the future of free democracies around the world. 


Next year marks half a century since Dr. Kissinger’s secret mission to 
China, and the 50th anniversary of President Nixon’s trip isn’t too far 
away in 2022. 


The world was much different then. 


Look, we have to admit a hard truth. We must admit a hard truth that 
should guide us in the years and decades to come, that if we want 
to have a free 21st century, and not the Chinese century of which Xi 
Jinping dreams, the old paradigm of blind engagement with China 
simply won't get it done, We must not continue it and we must not 
return tot. 


As President Trump has made very clear, we need a strategy that pro- 
tects the American economy, and indeed our way of life. Thefreeworld 
Whatever the reason—whatever the reason, today China is increasingly 
authoritarian at home, and more ageressive in its hostility to freedom 
everywhere else, 


And President Trump has said: enough. 


| don’t think many people on either side of the aisle dispute the facts 
that | have laid out today, But even now, some are insisting that we 
preserve the model of dialogue for dialogue’s sake, 


As Ambassador O’Brien explained so well, we have to keep in mind 
that the CCP regime is a Marxist-Leninist regime, General’Secretary:Xi 








It’s this ideology, it’s this ideology that informs his decades-long desire 
for global hegemony of Chinese communism. America can no longer 
ignore the fundamental political and ideological differences between 
Our countries, just as the CCP has never ignored them. 


My experience in the House Intelligence Committee, and then as direc- 
tor of the Central Intelligence Agency, and my now two-plus years as 
America’s Secretary of State have led me to this central understanding: 


That the only way—the only way to truly change communist China 
is to act not on the basis of what Chinese leaders say, but how they 
behave, And you can see American policy responding to this conclu- 
sion, President Reagan said that he dealt with the Soviet Union on the 


basis of “trust but verify,” Wheniticomesitotthe CCP. say:wemustdis- 


| grew up and served my time in the Army during the Cold War. And if 
there is one thing | learned, communists'almostalwayslie, The biggest 
lie that they tell is to think that they speak for 1.4 billion people who are 
surveilled, oppressed, and scared to speak out. 


Quite the contrary, The CCP fears the Chinese people’s honest opinions 
more than any foe, and save for losing their own grip on power, they 
have reason—no reason to. 


Just think how much better off the world would be—not to mention the 
people inside of China—if we had been able to hear from the doctors in 
Wuhan and they'd been allowed to raise the alarm about the outbreak 
of anew and novel virus, 


For too many decades, our leaders have ignored, downplayed the 
words of brave Chinese dissidents who warned us about the nature of 
the regime we're facing, 


Look, | reject the notion that we're living in an age of inevitability, 
that some trap is pre-ordained, that CCP supremacy is the future, Our 
approach isn’t destined to fail because America is in decline, As | said 
in Munich earlier this year, thefreeworldisistillwinning, We just need 
to believe it and know it and be proud of it. People from all over the 
world still want to come to open societies, They come here to study, 
they come here to work, they come here to build a life for their families, 
They're not desperate to settle in China, 


t’s time. It’s great to be here today, The timing is perfect, It’s time for 
free nations to act. Not every nation will approach China in the same 
way, nor should they, Every nation will have to come to its own under- 
standing of howto\protectitsownsovereignty, how to protect its own 
economic prosperity, and how to protect its ideals from the tentacles of 
the Chinese Communist Party, 


We cannot repeat the mistakes of these past years. The challenge of 
China demands exertion, energy from democracies—those in Europe, 
those in Africa, those in South America, and especially those in the 
Indo-Pacific region. 














And if we don’t act now, ultimately:th 








If we bend the knee now, our children’s children may be 





at the mercy of the Chinese Communist Party, whose actions are the 
primary challenge today in the free world, 





Now, this isn’t about containment. Don’t buy that, It’s about a complex 


new challenge that we've never faced before, The USSR was closed off 
from the free world. ady within our borders 


Securing our freedoms from the Chinese Communist Party is the 


Missionvofvourstime, and America is perfectly positioned to lead it 
because our founding principles give us that opportunity. 


As | explained in Philadelphia last week, standing, staring at 


Independence Hall, our nation was founded on the premise that all 





Indeed, Richard Nixon was right when he wrote in 1967 that “the world 
cannot be safe until China changes,” Now it’s up to us to heed his words. 





Pompeo’s speech is one of my favorites and I think it speaks for itself. The 
message is that we can’t trust X1 Jinping or China, and that we cannot let 
them erode our freedoms. We must protect our sovereignty. “Securing our 
freedoms from the CCP is the mission of our time” - Powerful words from 
our Secretary of State. 


Donald Trump - September 22nd, 2020 


Seventy-five years after the end of World War Il and the founding of the 
United Nations, we are once again engaged in a great global struggle. 
We have waged a fierce battle against the invisible enemy—the China 
virus—which has claimed countless lives in 188 countries, 

Thanks to our efforts, three vaccines are in the final stage of clinical 
trials, We are mass-producing them in advance so they can be deliv- 
ered immediately upon arrival. 


We will distribute a vaccine, we will defeat the virus, we will end the 


pandemic, and we will enter a new era of unprecedented prosperity, 





As we pursue this bright future, we must hold accountable the nation 
which unleashed this plague onto the world: China, 


For decades, the same tired voices proposed the same failed solutions, 














cooperation. As President, | have rejected the failed approaches of 
the past, and | am proudly putting America first, just as you should be 
putting your countries first. That’s okay—that’s what you should be 
doing. 


| am supremely confident that next year, when we gather in person, 
we will be in the midst of one of the greatest years in our history—and 
frankly, hopefully, in the history of the world. 


Thank you. God bless you all. God bless America, And God bless the 


United Nations, 


This compilation of speeches was published the day before the 2020 election 
and it has gone largely unnoticed. I see them as a shot across the bow - a 
warning to China and the enemy that Trump and his team knew what was 
coming. 

Remember that the entire basis for devolution relies on the United States 
being in a state of war. Foreign interference is just one example of an act of 


war. There is plenty of evidence that Trump viewed the release of Covid as 


an act of war: 


What did President Trump say? 


Speaking to reporters in the Oval Orfice of the White House on Wednesday, Mr 
Trump said: "We went through the worst attack we've ever had on our country, 
this is worst attack we've ever had. 


"This is worse than Pearl Harbor, this is worse than the World Trade Center. 
There's never been an attack like this. 


"And it should have never happened. Could've been stopped at the source. 
Coula've been stopped in China. It should've been stopped right at the source. 
And it wasn't." 


President Trump repeated that sentiment with what he said in his September 
speech: 


Seventy-five years after the end of World War Il and the founding of the 


United Nations, we are once again engaged in a great global struggle. 
We have waged a fierce battle against the invisible enemy—the China 
virus—which has claimed countless lives in 188 countries, 


He directly told us that we are, once again, in a state of war, but I believe I 
can cement that concept even further. We all know that actions speak louder 
than words. When you look at Trump’s post-election actions, it paints a 
clear picture that we are at war, and that Trump was prepared. 


Below is a timeline for many of the key devolution moves starting from 
November 3rd, 2020 through January 20th, 2021. A large portion of these I 
have already covered throughout the Devolution series, but there are some 
new pieces of information that I have discovered that are extremely 
interesting. The new information will be in bold and will have some detailed 
analysis. 


Devolution Timeline 


November 3rd, 2020 - January 20th, 2021 
e November 3, 2020: DOD Instruction 3000.15 “Plan 


Review and Approval Process” is issued: 





DoD INSTRUCTION 3000.15 


PLAN REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCESS 


Originating Component: Office of the Under Secretary of Defense for Policy 


Effective: November 3, 2020 


Releasability: Cleared for public release. Available on the Directives Division Website 
at https://www.esd.whs.ml/DD/. 


Approved by: Mark T. Esper, Secretary of Defense 
Purpose: This issuance establishes policy, assigns responsibilities, and provides ‘ere for DoD 


distribution of planning guidance and the review and approval o , Global integration 


frameworks (GIFs), and campaign plans, 


1.2. POLICY. 


a. The contingency plan, GIF, and campaign plan review and approval process 1s the primary 
mechanism by which the DoD oversees planning guidance implementation. This process will: 








(2) Be iterative and flexible, allowing for additional authoritative guidance, 


development, and revision as warranted, throughout the planning process. 


(3) Use CICS, Combatant Commander (CCDR), and Service Chief military advice for 


evaluating a plan’s feasibility and the nsk associated with its execution. 


4) Beinformed by independent civilian offical analyst plans an 


supporting data. 


(5) Encourage timely and effective communication among stakeholders to build a shared 
understanding of the planning problem and ensure synchronized plan development. 


b. Secretary of Defense approval of contingency plans, GIFs, and campaign plans confirms 
that such plans have been completed in accordance with applicable policy guidance, including 
the guidance in this issuance, and represent an ble level of 





c. Afier Secretary of Defense approval, lead and stipporting planning organizations will 


continue efforts to ensure that the DoD 1s prepared to execlite the plan if directed. 











d. Contingency plans, GIFs, and campaign plans will: 


(1) Be threat- or policy-based, resource-informed, and designed to meet the directed end- 
states. 


(2) Berapidly adaptable to changes in policy, planning guidance, and the international 


security environment. 


This DoD instruction has a similar tone to EO 13961, the executive order we 
discussed in Devolution - Part 13 that implemented and executed a 
continuity of government plan moving from a reactive posture to a proactive 
posture. I think the timing here is also interesting. Guidance on how our 
DoD reviews and approves contingency plans being released on the day of 
the election could be a coincidence, but it leads me to believe they were 
preparing the battlefield for the continuity of government environment that 
kicked off when Trump left office. 


e November 8, 2020: Associated Press declare Joe Biden 
the winner of the 2020 Presidential election 


e November 9, 2020: Administration Issues Joint 
Strategic Plan on Intellectual Property 


o Joint Strategic Plan PDF 


o Much of this strategic plan focuses on China 


e November 9, 2020: Trump names Christopher C. Miller 
as the Acting Secretary of Defense 


e November 10, 2020: Anthony Tata is named Senior 


Official Performing the Duties of the Undersecretary of 
Defense for Policy 


e November 11, 2020: Kashyap Patel named the Chief of 


Staff to Acting Secretary of Defense Christopher C, 
Miller 


e November 11, 2020: Ezra Cohen-Watnick Promoted to 


Undersecretary of Defense for Intelligence while also 
serving as the Undersecretary of Defense for Special 


Operations and Low Intensity Conflict 


e November 12, 2020: Executive Order on Addressing 
the Threat from Securities Investments that Finance 


Communist Chinese Military Companies 


|, DONALD J. TRUMP, President of the United States of America, find that the 
People’s Republic of China (PRC) is increasingly exploiting United States capital to 
resource and to enable the development and modernization of its military, 
intelligence, and other security apparatuses, which continues to allow the PRC to 
directly threaten the United States homeland and United States forces overseas, 
including by developing and deploying weapons of mass destruction, advanced 
conventional weapons, and\malicious cyberenabled actions against the 

United States and its people, 


e November 12, 2020: Statement From National 
Security Advisor Robert C. O’Brien 


Today, President Donald J. Trump signed an Executive Order to protect American 
investors from funding Communist Chinese military companies, including those 
designated by the Department of Defense in June and August of 2020. Many of 
these companies are publicly traded on stock exchanges around the world, and 
individual investors in the United States can unknowingly provide funds to them 
through passive institutional investment vehicles such as mutual funds and 
retirement plans. The President's action serves to protect American investors 
from unintentionally providing capital that goes to enhancing the capabilities of 
the People’s Liberation Army and People’s Republic of China intelligence services, 
which routinely target American citizens and businesses through eybet 


Operations)and directly threatenithercritical infrastructure, economy, and military 


of America and its allies and partners around the world. 


e November 18, 2020: Acting Secretary of Defense 


Christopher C. Miller signs memorandum naming the 
ASD (SO/LIC) as a “Principal Staff Assistant” reporting 


directly to the Secretary of Defense 


e November 25, 2020: Issuance of DoD Directive O- 
5105.88: OSD Red Team 


o This could be nothing, but I felt it was worth 
including. Red Teams play the role of the 
enemy and provide feedback from the enemy’s 
perspective. This seems like something that 
would be done either during or leading up to 
conflict. Some parts of this Directive are still 
classified. 


1.3, (U) MISSION, 
(U) The OSD Red Team: 


a, (U) Serves as the Secretary and Deputy Secretary of Defense red team by providing 
insights on adversaries’ highest level perspectives and potential actions to inform strategic-level 
DoD activities, The OSD Red Team will use expert knowledge and reasoning to anticipate 
adversary viewpoints and decision making, 


b. (U) Due to the pre-decisional nature of the subject matter being analyzed, provides 
intelligence-informed, adversary-centric insights that augment, complement, are separate and 
distinct from, and do not replace, other established channels of military advice or finished 
intelligence products and analysis that may be provided to the Secretary of Defense, Deputy 
Secretary of Defense, the OSD PSAs, and DoD Component heads. 


e December 3, 2020: Director of National Intelligence John 
Ratcliffe writes an op-ed for the WSJ titled: “China is 


National Security Threat No. 1” 


e December 7, 2020: Executive Order on Governance and 
Integration of Federal Mission Resilience 


o Detailed breakdown provided in Devolution - 


Part 13 





e December 9, 2020: Director of National Intelligence John 


Ratcliffe announces Space Force will become the 18th 
member of the U.S. Intelligence community, 


e December 12, 2020: DNI John Ratcliffe attends Army- 
Navy game with Trump: 


rics 


Tweet 


-£&> John Ratcliffe @ 


> \e eer ear 
‘ i. ” f ‘atlealal@-s*heaslhne 
4 o WY UTI n NRalCilic 


Traveling with President Trump to 
ale) ale) m@y\aal=)sler- Kom] ennls1e me)gerstoe- | 
today’s Army-Navy game, college 
football's greatest rivalry 


3,048 Retweets 831 Quote Tweets 





e December 13, 2020: Trump tweets “Election under 
protest” while referencing glitches in the machines: 


Dec 13tn 2020-34939 PM EST Swing States that have found massive VOTER FRAUD, which is all of them, CANNOT LEGALLY 

(sok Qassk @show CERTIFY these votes as complete & correct without committing a severely punishable crime. 
Everybody knows that dead people, below age people, illegal immigrants, fake signatures, 
prisoners... 


Dec 13tn 2020-54929 PM EST and many others voted illegally, Also, machine “glitches” (another word for FRAUD), ballot 
31k O 156k © show harvesting, non-resident voters, fake ballots, “stuffing the ballot box’, votes for pay, roughed 
up Republican Poll Watchers, and sometimes even more votes than people voting, took.... 


Dec 13th 2020 54229 PMEST lace in Detroit, Philadelphia, Milwaukee, Atlanta, Pittsburgh, and elsewhere. In all Swing 
xk OD) re1k © show State cases, there are far more votes than are necessary to win the State, and the Election 
itself. Therefore, VOTES CANNOT BE CERTIFIED. THIS ELECTION IS UNDER PROTEST! 


e December 13, 2020: Solarwinds hack is detected. 
o I covered the Solarwinds hack in Devolution - 
Part 11 and this will be coming up again later so 


take note that it was FireEye that discovered the 
hack: 


SolarWinds hack timeline (last updated 
March 28, 2021} 


December 8, 2020 How the discovery began — FireEye, a prominent 
cybersecurity firm, announced they were a victim to a nation-state attack. 
The security team reported their Red Team toolkit, containing applications 
used by ethical hackers in penetration tests, was stolen. 


December 13, 2020 initial detection — FireEye discovered a supply chain 
attack while it was investigating the nation-state attack on its own Red 
Team toolkit. The researchers stumbled across evidence that attackers 
entered a backdoor in the SolarWinds software “trojanizing SolarWinds 
Orion business software updates to distribute malware.” FireEye dubbed it 
“SUNBURST." 





e December 15, 2020: Dan Scavino “Historical moment...” 
post: 


Daniel Scavino Jr. 


Historical moment in the Oval—will share wh... 





Ds YA) 4 3.7K Comments 
e December 15, 2020: Trump tweets twice regarding voting 
machines: 


Dec 15th 2020-12:2143 AMEST This is BIG NEWS. Dominion Voting Machines are a disaster all over the Country. Changed 
(ssc Qaiae ®srow the results of a landslide election, Cant lt ths happen. Thank you for the genius, bravery, 
and patriotism of the Judge. Should get a medal! https://t.co/4WwiA83Prq 


Dec 15th 2020-92148 AMEST Tremendous problems being found with voting machines. They are so far off its ridiculous. 
Osx Qasr Oshov —Ableto take a landslide victory and reduce it to a tight loss. This is not what the USA is all 
about. Law enforcement shielding machines DO NOT TAMPER, a crime, Much more to 


e December 16, 2020: Trump tweets regarding voting 
machines: 


Dec 16th 2020 - 1:51:14 PM EST 


sak Ox W show 


Dec 19th 2020 - 11:30:11 AM EST 


(8) sx Y 197k 0) Show 


Dec 19th 2020 - 11:30:11 AM EST 


(9) aa V, 180k ®) show 


Chris Krebs was totally excoriated and proven wrong at the Senate Hearing on the 
Fraudulent 2020 Election. Massive FRAUD took place with machines people voting from 
out of state, illegals, dead people, no signatures—and so much more! 


December 18, 2020: 45 days after the election and the due 


date for the Intelligence Community assessment required 
by EO 13848 


December 18, 2020: Remarks by Vice President Pence at 
the 8th Meeting of the National Space Council | Cape 


Canaveral, FL 





o Prior to these remarks, it was Christopher C. 
Miller, having been Acting Secretary of 
Defense for 1 month and 9 days, who 
introduced Mike Pence and said this: 


December 19th, 2020: Trump tweets imply voting 


machines may have been hacked by China during the 
Solarwinds breach: 


The Cyber Hack is far greater in the Fake News Media than in actuality. | have been fully 
briefed and everything 's well under control. Russia, Russia, Russia is the priority chant 
when anything happens because Lamestream is, for mostly financial reasons, petrified of... 


.lscussing the possibility that it may be China (it may!). There could also have been a hit 
on our ridiculous voting machines during the election, which is now obvious that | won big, 
making it an even more corrupted embarrassment for the USA. @DNI Ratcliffe 


December 22, 2020: Trump appoints allies to various 
government boards including: 


o Ezra Cohen-Watnick - Chair of the Public 
Interest Declassification Board 


o Russel Vought - U.S. Naval Academy Board of 
Visitors 


January 5, 2021: Robert O’Brien declassifies the 


United States Strategic Framework for the Indo- 
Pacific. (More on this later) 


January 5, 2021: Joint statement released by FBI, CISA, 


ODNI and NSA regarding the Solarwinds hack stating it 
was “likely Russian origin” (MUH RUSSIA) and that it 
was an “intelligence gathering effort’. 


January 5, 2021: Joint statement by FBI, CISA, ODNI, and NSA released — The 
Federal Bureau of Investigations (FBI), CISA, The office of the National Director of 
Intelligence (ODNI), and the National Security Agency (NSA), jointly released a 
statement on the formation of the Cyber Unified Coordination Group, which “indicates 
that an advanced persistent threat (AP7) actor, likely Russian in origin, is responsible for 


most or all of the recently discovered, ongoing cyber compromises of both government 


and non-governmental networks. At thisitimewerbelieveithiswasyandicontinues'torbey) 








e January 5, 2021: Executive Order Addressing the Threat 
Posed By Applications and Other Software Developed or 
Controlled By Chinese Companies 


e January 5, 2021: Statement from National Security 
Advisor Robert C. O’Brien on the Executive Order 


Addressing Chinese Software Applications 


Is it simply a coincidence that on the same day our FBI, CISA, ODNI, and 
NSA release a statement regarding the Solarwinds hack being of “likely 
Russian origin” and “intelligence gathering effort”, Donald Trump issues an 
executive order addressing the “Threat posed by applications and other 
software developed or controlled by Chinese companies”? I'll have more on 
the Solarwinds hack shortly. 


e January 5, 2021: Memorandum on Inadmissibility of 
Persons Affiliated with Antifa Based on Organized 
Criminal Activity 


o Ifyou remember from Devolution - Part 6, this 
memo serves as circumstantial evidence that 
Trump knew Antifa was going to hijack the 
January 6th Peaceful Protest. 


e January 6, 2021: Electoral College Vote 


e January 7, 2021: Declassification and publication of 


DoD Manual S-5240.01-A: Procedures Governing the 
Conduct of DoD Intelligence Activities: Annex 
Governing Signals Intelligence Information and Data 
Collected Pursuant to Section 1.7(c) of EO 12333 


o I found this to be extremely interesting even 
though I haven’t fully wrapped my head around 
the significance of it yet. It was declassified by 
General Nakasone and discusses how the 
military handles Signals Intelligence 
Information. 


, (Cleared as 
ame 0 ea : | ; 
MERCER REETO CEE La ended by NSA 
CLEARED AS AMENDED 


For Open Publication 
Jan 07, 2021 


Department of Defense 
OFFICE OF PREPUBLICATION AND SECURITY REVIEW 





DoD MANUAL S-5240.01-A 


(U) PROCEDURES GOVERNING THE CONDUCT OF DOD INTELLIGENCE 
ACTIVITIES: ANNEX GOVERNING SIGNALS INTELLIGENCE 
INFORMATION AND DATA COLLECTED PURSUANT TO SECTION 1.7(C) 
OF E.0, 12333 


Purpose: (U) DoD Manual (DoDM) 5240.01, including this annex, establishes procedures to conduct 
authorized activities in a manner that protects the constitutional and other legal rights of U.S. persons 
and persons in the United States as well as the privacy and civil liberties of such persons. This annex: 


¢ (U) Implements Section 2.3 of Executive Onde (E.0,) 12333 and provides additional govemance 


for the collection, processing, querying, retention, and dissemination of signals intelligence (SIGINT) 
information and data collected by the United States SIGINT System (USSS). 


¢ (U) Govers how the USSS will fulfill its existing responsibilities and does not confer any new 
authorities. 





Here is Section 1.7(c) of EO 12333 
(c) THE NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY. The Director of the National Security Agency shall: 


(1) Collect (including through clandestine means), process, analyze, produce, and disseminate signals 
intelligence information and data for foreign intelligence and counterintelligence purposes to support 
national and departmental missions; 


(2) Establish and operate an effective unified organization for signals intelligence activities, except for the 
delegation of operational control over certain operations that are conducted through other elements 2 ihe 
Intelligence Community. 











F 


(3) Control signals intelligence collection and processing activities, including assignment of resources fo an 
appropriate agent for such periods and tasks as required for the direct support of military commanders; 


(4) Conduct administrative and technical support activities within and outside the United States as 
necessary for cover arrangements; 


(5) Provide signals intelligence support for national and departmental requirements and forthe conduct of 


(6) Act as the National Manager for National Security Systems as established in law and policy, and in this 
capacity be responsible to the Secretary of Defense and to the Director: 


(7) Prescribe, consistent with section 102A(q) of the Act, within its field of authorized operations, security 
regulations covering operating practices, including the transmission, handling, and distribution of signals 
intelligence and communications security material within and among the elements under control of the 
Director of the National Security Agency, and exercise the necessary supervisory control to ensure 
compliance with the regulations; and 


(8) Conduct foreign cryptologic liaison relationships in accordance with sections 1.3(b)(4), 1.7(a)(6), and 
1.10(i) of this order. 


Again, I’m not sure on the significance of this yet but the topic and timing of 
this release must mean something. Does it have to do with capturing 
evidence of the election theft? Does it have to do with any of the illegal 
surveillance activity of former administrations? General Nakasone’s 
involvement here piques my interest. 


e January 7, 2021: The Intelligence Community Assessment 
as required by EO 13848 is provided to the President, 
senior Executive Branch officials, and Congressional 
leadership and intelligence oversight committees. 


e January 7, 2021: “Views on Intelligence Community 
Election Security Analysis” 


UNCLASSIFIED 


DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE 
WASHINGTON, DC 


SUBJECT: Views on Intelligence Community Election Security Analysis 
REFERENCE: Intelligence Community Assessment: Foreign Threats to the 2020 US. 


Elections 


From my unique vantage point as the individual who consumes all of the U.S, 
government's most sensitive intelligence on the People’s Republic of China, do not believe th 








s Republic of China, 











I discussed DNI Ratcliffe’s letter in Devolution - Part 7, but there is one 
aspect of his letter that I had overlooked, and I think it’s very important to 
the overall picture. Recall that I told you to keep in mind how often Trump 
referenced the voting machines. Take note of who held the “minority view” 
on China’s role in election interference: 


Additionally, the Ombudsman found that CIA Management took actions “pressuring 
[analysts] to withdraw their support” from the alternative viewpoint on China “in an attempt to 
suppress it. This was seen by National Intelligence Officers (NIO) as politicization,” and I agree. 
For example, this ICA gives the false impression that ae: the only analyst who 
holds the minority view on China, He is not, a fact that the Ombudsman found during his 
research and interviews with stakeholders, Placing the NIO Cyber on a metaphorical island by 
attaching his name alone to the minority view is a testament to both his courage and to the 
effectiveness of the institutional pressures that have been brought to bear on others who agree 
with him, 


What is the role of the National Intelligence Officer for Cyber issues? 








Scope Note: This memo explains the key concepts the US Intelligence Community (IC) uses to ide he perpetrators of 
malicious cyber activities This memorandum was prepared under the auspices of the National Inteligence Ofer (NO) 


Jor Cyber Issues. It was drafted by the NTO and the National Intelligence Manager for Cyber 


Establishing attribution for cyber operations is difficult but not impossible. No simple technical process or 
automated solution for determining responsibility for cyber operations exists. The painstaking work in many 
cases requires weeks or months of analyzing intelligence and forensics to assess culpability. In some instances, 
the IC can establish cyber attribution within hours of an incident but the accuracy and confidence of the 
attribution will vary depending on available data. 

Keep in mind that the “majority viewpoint” was that “China did not 
influence or interfere with the 2020 election.” The “only analyst who held 
the minority view on China” (that China did influence or interfere in the 


2020 election) was the one who 1s responsible for identifying the 
“perpetrators of malicious cyber activities”. 


This means whatever influence or interference occurred was in the 
CYBER REALM. 


On June 29th, 2019, Christopher Porter was appointed as the new National 
Intelligence Officer for Cyber. He is the NIO Cyber referred to by DNI 


Ratcliffe in the memo above. 


NSI Visiting Fellow Christopher Porter Appointed 
as New National Intelligence Officer for Cyber at the National Intelligence Council 


Arlington, VA- On June 24, 2019, the Office of the Director of National Intelligence appointed 
National Security Institute (NSI) Visiting Fellow Christopher Porter to be the National 
Intelligence Officer, Cyber Division at the National Intelligence Council. The National 
Intelligence Council was formed by the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) and is responsible for 
publishing key estimates related to national security and nteligence matters. 

Prior to joining the National el Council, M | f Technology 
a major cybersecurity company headquartered i in 
California. Mr. Porter also served on the Board of Advisors at Amber Video, where he 

worked alongside other technology experts to combat the proliferation of fake video and 
deep fake technology. Mr. Porter also previously worked for the CIA, where he received the 
National Intelligence Analysis Award and Cyber Threats Group Director's Award for Innovation 
and was centrally involved in the publication of a key National Intelligence Estimate. 





Remember from Devolution - Part 11 that the Solarwinds hack - which was 
initiated in March of 2020 and not discovered until December of 2020 - 
would have granted the hackers access to the Dominion Voting Systems’ 
machines. This is what I said in the closing to Devolution - Part 11: 


The hack that started sometime in March of 2020 but wasnt discovered until 
December of 2020 allowed hackers access to Dominion Voting Systems and therefore 
also to CrowdStrike who had software on hundreds, if not thousands, of Dominion 


machines. 


I'm not a huge fan of speculation so you'll have to forgive me because I’m about to ask 
some speculative questions. What if the Solarwinds hack wasn't a foreign adversary ot 
some random hacking group? What if “the most sophisticated hack ever seen” was 
actually done by CYBERCOM and our military and this is how they caught the 
election theft? What if this is how they accquired information on CrowdStrike while 


looking into things..as far back as 2016? 


Discovering Chrisopher Porter, the former CTO for Cybersecurity Policy at 
FireEye, only further reinforces my belief, as stated in Devolution - Part 11, 
that our military perpetrated the Solarwinds hack, and that is how they were 
able to monitor the election. China already had access to the machines 
through their software and hardware and I believe that is why on January 
5th, 2021, Trump issued EO 13971: Addressing the Threat Posed by 
Applications and Other Software Developed or Controlled by Chinese 
Companies. Our military hacked Solarwinds in March, and was lying in wait 
to capture the election theft in November. 


e January 12th, 2021: Statement from National Security 
Advisor Robert O’Brien 


o This is the statement regarding the publication 
of the United States Strategic Framework for 
the Indo-Pacific. The framework was 
declassified by Robert O’Brien on January Sth. 


Today, the White House is publishing the recently/declassified United'States 
(Strategic Framework forthe indoPocitie, For the last 3 years, this document has 


provided overarching strategic guidance for implementing the 2017 National 
Security Strategy within the world’s most populous and economically dynamic 
region. Approved in February 2018 for implementation across Executive Branch 
departments and agencies, the document is being released to communicate to 
the American people and to our allies and partners, the enduring commitment of 
the United States to keeping the Indo-Pacific region free and open long into the 


future. 
You can read the full statement here, 


You can read United States Strategic Framework for the Indo-Pacific here. 


I do think it is worth examining a majority of this framework to give us an 
insight into how the Trump administration positioned themselves against 
China. 


(U) U.S. STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK FOR THE INDO-PACIFIC 
a I ER Ue AUP PALI 


(U) National Security Challenges 


(eet How to maintain U.S. strategic primacy in the 
Indo-Pacific region and promote a liberal economic order while 
preventing China from establishing new, illiberal spheres of 
influence, and cultivating areas of cooperation to promote 
regional peace and prosperity? 

(S*AtF) How to ensure North Korea does not threaten the 
United States and its allies, accounting for both the acute 
present danger and the potential for future changes in the 
level and type of the threat posed by North Korea? 

Meer How to advance U.S. global economic leadership while 
promoting fair and reciprocal trade? 


(U) Enduring Vital Interests of the United States: 


(U) Protect the homeland; 

(U) Advance American prosperity; 

(U} Preserve peace through strength; and 
(U) Advance American influence, 


(U) Top Interests of the United States in the Indo-Pacific: 


(arr) Defend the homeland and American citizens abroad; 
prevent the spread of nuclear weapons and the means to deliver 
them; 

(Qe Preserve U.5. economic, diplomatic, and military 
access to the most populous region of the world and more than 
one-third of the global economy; 

(GetHE) Enhance the credibility and effectiveness of our 
alliances; and 

(ryt) Maintain U.S. primacy in the region while protecting 
American core values and liberties at home. 


(J) Assumptions: 


(U//$e86) U.S, security and prosperity depend on free and open 
access to the Indo-Pacific region, which will remain an engine 
of U.S., regional, and global economic growth. 

(U//POWO) North Korea’s nuclear missiles and its stated 
intention of subjugating South Korea pose a grave threat to 
the U.S. homeland and our allies. 


Classified By: MPottinger, DAP and Senior Director for Asia, NSC 
Derived From: NSC SCG NSC declassification review 


Declassify On: 20421231 





(U//FOUO) Shifting regional power balances will continue to 
drive security competition across the Indo-Pacific, leading to 
increased defense investment by many countries in the region, 
including India and Japan. 

(U/ Pot) Proliferation, maritime security, terrorism, and 
unresolved territorial disputes will remain the primary 
security concerns and sources of conflict, 

(U//fOtO) Loss of U.S. preeminence in the Indo-Pacific would 
weaken our ability to achieve U.S. interests globally, 
(U//FOVO) Strong U.S. alliances are key to deterring conflict 
and advancing our vital interests, 











(U//POHO) China aims to dissolve U.S. alliances and 
partnerships in the region. China will exploit vacuums and 
Opportunities created by these diminished bonds. 

(U//686) A strong India, in cooperation with like-minded 
countries, would act as a counterbalance to China. 

(U//FOUD) Chinese economic, diplomatic, and military influence 
Will continue to increase in the near-term and Challenge the 
U.S. ability to achieve its national interests in the Indo- 
Pacific region. 

(U//#OG0) China seeks to dominate cutting-edge technologies, 
including and 
harness them in the service of authoritarianisn. Chinese 
dominance in these technologies would 
(U//P8O) China's proli ligital surveillance, 
information controls, | will damage 
U.S. efforts to promote our values and national interests in 


a Lircsass region and, increasingly, in the Western 


(U//FOUO) China will take increasingly assertive steps to 
compel unification with Taiwan. 

(U//POO) Russia will remain a marginal player in the Indo- 
Pacific region relative to the United states, China, and 
India, 






(U) Desired End States: 


(oeymm) North Korea no longer poses a threat to the U.S. 
homeland or our allies; the Korean Peninsula is free of 
nuclear, chemical, cyber, and biological Weapons. 

(SeAtF) The United States maintains diplomatic, economic, and 
military preeminence in the fastest-growing region of the 
world; most nations in the Indo-Pacific view the United States 
as their preferred partner; U.S. economic strength and 
influence increase throughout the region. 

(S?7NF) Regional countries uphold the principles that have 
enabled U.S. and regional prosperity and Stability, including 
sovereignty, freedom of navigation and overflight, standards 
of trade and investment, respect for individual rights and 
rule of law, and transparency in military activities. 

(Sm) Free markets are the mainstream of Asia, and the U.S. 
economy generates jobs and growth as a consequence of its 
interaction with the Indo-Pacific region, 

(Set) Regional disputes are resolved lawfully and without 
coercion, 

toast} Southeast Asia is bound more tightly together in 
business, security, and civil society - including through a 
strengthened Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) — 
and works closely with the United States and our allies and 
key partners to uphold the principles identified above. 
feet) Southeast Asia is capable of managing terrorist 
threats with minimal assistance from non-ASEAN states. 

tty India’s preferred partner on security issues is the 
United States. The two cooperate to préserve maritime 
security and counter Chinese influence in South and Southeast 
Asia and other regions of mutual concern. India Maintains the 
capacity to counter border provocations by China. 

(S77) India remains preeminent in South Asia and takes the 
leading role in maintaining Indian Ocean security, increases 
engagement with Southeast Asia, and expands its economic, 
defense, and diplomatic cooperation with other U.S. allies and 
partners in the region. 





(U) Lines of Effort: 
(U) Alliances & Partnerships 


(Gite Objective: Emphasize our commitment to the region, 
highlighting a shared vision for a “free and open Indo- 
Paciiic,” 


(U) China 

© (@AANF) Objective: Prevent China's industrial policies and 
unfalr trading practices from distorting global markets and 
harming U.S. competitiveness. 

* Actions: Counter Chinese predatory economic practices that 
freeze out foreign competition, undermine U.S. economic 
competitiveness, and abet the Chinese Communist Party's 
aspiration to dominate the 21st century economy. (See: 
"U.8. Strategic Framework for Countering China's Economic 
Aggression.” | 

® (@eeHE) Build an international consensus that China's 
industrial policies and unfair trading practices are damaging 
the global trading system. 

* Actions: (See: “U.S. Strategic Framework for Countering 
China's Economic Aggression. ") 


¢ (GAHHE) Objective: Enhance U.S. engagement in the region 
while also educating governments, businesses, universities, 


Chinese overseas students, news Media, and general citizenries 
about China's coercive behavior and Sci 


* Actions: Establish a mechanism that provides publicly 
available information that explains Chinese activities and 


the problems they pose to the interests, 









e Invest in capabilities that promote 
uncensored communication between Chinese people. 
© (SPAHF) Objective: Cooperate with China when beneficial to 
U.S, interests, 
¢ Actions: In our diplomacy with China, emphasize high- 
level, substantive interaction to realize the President's 
vision for a constructive, results-oriented relationship. 
Past diplomacy has often been broad and shallow, which 
suits China’s interests, 
The strategic framework makes multiple references to “China’s influence 
operations” and the problem they pose to “liberty and sovereignty of 
nations”. This again highlights the mindset of the Trump administration and 


I believe they were again showing us this mindset by releasing this 
document before leaving office. 


e January 13, 2021: Executive Order on Amending 


Executive Order 13959—Addressing the Threat from 
Securities Investments that Finance Communist Chinese 


Military Companies 
e January 13, 2021: Trump begins the issuance of 


multiple National Security Presidential Memorandums 
(NSPMs) 


National Security Presidential Memoranda [NSPMs| 
Donald J. Trump Administration 


In the Trump Administration, the directives that are used to promulgate Presidential decisions on 
ational security matters are designated National Security Presidential Memoranda (NSPMs). 


NSPM28 = The National Operations Security Program 15/21 


United States Government-Supported Research and Development National Secunity Policy (Fact 


sa Sheet) (Recommended Practices) sa 
NSPM34 [designating the National and Nuclear Risk Reduction Center] OU 1X21 
NSPM 35 X21 


If you count how many days Trump was in office for up to January 12th, 
2021, you would reach a total of 1,452 days. As of January 12th, 2021, 
Trump had issued 27 NSPMs for an average of 1 NSPM every 207.4 days. 


He issued NSPM 28 on January 13th, 2021, and it shows there are a total of 
35 NSPMs. So over his last 8 days in office starting on January 13th, 2021, 
Donald Trump issued 8 NSPMs averaging | per day. Trump was clearly 
“leaving” office with a focus on national security matters, further pointing to 
the fact that we are at war. 


e January 14, 2021: Presidential Memorandum on United 


States Government-Supported Research and Development 
National Security Policy 


e January 15, 2021: Statement from National Security 
Advisor Robert C. O’Brien 


greatest national security threat to America today. Beijing sees the United State 


as the main impediment to achieving its regional and global ambitions and 





consequentially invests significant resources in MCF and other strategies to gain 
relative advantage. The PRC targets the information systems of the United States 
Government for personnel records, military plans, and other exploitable data 
through cyber and other means. For this reason, the United States must take 
corresponding actions to protect American interests. We must adjust our 
regulations and policies and take other necessary actions to reduce the risk of PRC 
technical and human espionage activities directed at the Federal 


Government. Today, President Trump took another step to do just that. 


e January 18, 2021: Executive Order on Protecting the 
United States from Certain Unmanned Aircraft Systems 


e January 18, 2021: Multiple government employees report 
they received a notification that COGCON was lowered to 
Level 2 


24& A Safe Place for Rational Thinking @aspfrt - Jan 18 





16) 


\lany people provided Troy copies of text messages (many others are 
posted to Social Media) and emails notifying Government Members that 
COGCON was lowered to Level 2 


YUU TTY YOU ae PETG 

that should an order for Continuity SOGCON? 

of Operations occur you must report The Winehouse bas set Comtinurty oF liqwerremient 
fo the Alternate Operating Facility Conditions to Two. No Action is required try you at this 
within four hours.1, Acknowledged 
2, Acknowledged, not capable of 
reporting within desired time frame 
3. ACKNOWwiedgad, fot able to report 


to Alternate Operating Facility 


mae, As on Emergency Melocalion grou) Married YOU ae 


alte laut fea 1 AckAbia cabal 
2. ACKOwietged, mot capable of reporting willin dead 
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Pnelagster @rickyx2001 and 3 other: 


here's the screenshot | took 
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e January 20, 2021: Politico Publishes article detailing the 
“ugly transition at the Pentagon.” 


But people with the transition said the outgoing team’s conduct went far 
beyond the norm and pointed to loyalists installed by the White House as the 


main reason for the obstruction. Pentagon officials under President Donald 






hes because they are “predecisional.” That means the 
Biden team now has limited visibility into key operational issues, including 


what counterterrorism missions are in the works, 


e January 20, 2021: Pentagon gave control of millions of 
dormant IP addresses to Florida company just minutes 


2 (<5 


before Joe Biden’s “inauguration”, 


It should be obvious at this point that Trump wasn’t lying low like most 
Presidents on their way out the door. Trump and his team were making 
massive moves behind the scenes that lead us back to the entire theme of the 
Devolution Series - We are at war, and Donald Trump didn’t just walk away 
from a stolen election. 


Closing 


Let’s circle back to my inital question, and the title of this article. 
To Xi, or not to Xi? 


I like to be measured and fair with the information I present, I will point out 
something that in my opinion could be considered evidence for the claim 
that Xi could be working with Trump to take down the global elites. Focus 
on these comments from Trump’s speech: 


For decades, the same tired voices proposed the same failed solutions, 





cooperation, As President, | have rejected the failed approaches of 
the past, 1 taapenadiapuiegdendendeepabannadinidie 





Global control is key to the enemy, and they can only achieve it through true 
globalization. Trump doesn’t believe in globalization. Trump is MAGA 
through and through. His America first policies jeopardized the slow and 
subtle global takeover that had been underway for decades if not longer. The 
Guardian published an excellent piece on this topic and here is how they 





ended the article: 


Finally, it was argued that the trans-national nature of modem capitalism 
made the nation state obsolete, Put simply, if economics was increasingly 
global then politics had to go global, too. There is clearly something in this 
because financial markets impose constraints on individual governments 
and it would be preferable for there to be a form of global governance 
pushing for stability and prosperity for all. The problem is that to the extent 
such an institutional mechanism exists, it has been captured by the 
globalists, That is as true of the EU as itis of the IMF. 


So while the nation state is far from perfect, it is where an alternative to the 
current failed model will inevitably begin. Increasingly, voters are looking to 
the one form of government where they do have a say to provide economic 
security. And if the mainstream parties are not prepared to offer what these 
voters want - a decently paid job, properly funded public services and 
controls on immigration - then they will look elsewhere for parties or 
movements that will, This has proved to be a particular problem for the 
parties of the centre left - the Democrats in the US, New Labour in Britain, 
the SDP in Germany - that signed up to the idea that globalisation was an 


unstoppable force. 


In a November of 2021 speech at the China International Import Expo, Xi 


Jinping expressed concern that the world was turning against “economic 
globalism”. 


Xi was speaking on Thursday at the China International Import Expo (CIIE), an event 
meant to foster reliance on Chinese trade in vulnerable nations. While Xi took some time 
to boast of China's astronomical economic successes in the aftermath ot the Chinese 
coronavirus pandemic - which gave the Communist Party an opportunity to flood the 
world with low-quality personal protective equipment (PPE) - he dedicated much of his 
remarks to the fact that many countries and their citizens were reconsidering the 
slobalization of the economy as an unquestioned good. 


“Unilateralism and protectionism are on the rise, and economic globalization is facing 
headwinds,” Xi lamented. “Studies show a steady decline of the World Openness Index 
over the past decade and a weakening of global consensus on opening up, which are causes 
for great concern.” 


i 


We must stay on top of the prevailing trend of economic globalization, and support 
countries around the world in opening up wider while rejecting unilateralism and 
protectionism, he demanded. “This 1s signiticantly important if we are to take humanity 
to a better future.” 


This implies he wants globalization to continue, but as I said before, actions 
speak louder than words. His actions, of late, seem to contradict his words. 
November 8th, 2021, just 3 days after expressing concern over the world 
turning against economic globalism, an article was published discussing 


X1’s regulatory crackdown on China’s tech industry. 


As the new year dawns, vast swathes of Chinas economy have been hit 
by the regulatory crackdown. Xi Jinping, China's president, is rewriting 
the rules for how the economy works, and how the data that companies 
collect is treated. That has meant striking down some of the countrys 
most prominent tycoons, such as Jack Ma, the founder of Alibaba, and 
forcing other groups, such as DiDi Global, a ride-hailing giant, into 
submission. The speed of the reforms means that companies in flelds 
from fintech-lending and e-commerce to self-driving cars, social media 
and video-gaming must rethink how they make money and handle data. 


(( China's president is rewriting the rules for how the 
economy works 


By now we have all heard of the Evergrande collapse, but just recently 
Zerohedge reported that an even bigger property developer was going to 
collapse as well. 


The crisis engulfing China's property sector - which has prompted Beijing to capitulate on its tightening ambitions yet again, 
and forced China to launch an increasingly more aggressive easing campaign, which so far culminated in the first rate cut in 
Chinese official rates in almost two years - has impacted the country's biggest developer, sending the shares and bonds of 
Country Garden Holdings - which is even bigger than Evergrande - plunging amid fears that a reportedly failed fundraising 
effort may be a harbinger of waning confidence. 


Country Garden is one of the few remaining large, (arquably) better-quality private developers that had been largely 
unscathed by the liquidity crunch, even as peers such as Shimao Group Holdings - a recently investment grade developer 
whose collapse in December was viewed as "more devastating than debt crises at Evergrande and Kaisa" - dramatic 
reversals in their credit ratings. 


At least until now... and now that Shimao has imploded, Country Garden remains perhaps the final and most visible 
bellwether for contagion risk, as unprecedented levels of stress in the offshore credit market threaten to drag good credits 
down with bad. 


The CCP is unable to prop up their economy even though they have every 
tool and advantage available to them given their status with the WTO and 
their cheap labor. Is it possible Xi has a hand in their economic collapse? Is 
Xi helping put an end to globalization? If so, could that mean he is working 
with Trump? 


Again, I remain skeptical, but IF there is a case to be made for Xi secretly 
working to take down the global elite, this is the best evidence I have seen 
for it. It definitely 1s a head scratcher. Whether Xi is or isn't an ally himself, 
one thing is clear - Trump went to war with the CCP. 


*If you want a better understanding of globalization and the global elite we 
are up against, I STRONGLY urge you to check out the Prussia Gate series 


here: Prussia Gate | Will Zoll | Substack 


Devolution - Addendum Series - Part 1 
Where is Trump?** 


Patel Patriot 


Aug 12, 2021 





Thank you to Pepele Cue from the Spitballers telegram for your help 
sparking part of the answer to the question below. 


Special thanks to my editor in chief A.C. Harmony for keeping me on track. 
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An addendum is defined as: “an item of additional material, typically 
omissions, added at the end of a book or other publication.” 


This addendum series will be just that; additional material that I believe will 
add context, evidence, or anything that might strengthen the theory or 
attempt to resolve unanswered questions. 

_ TT | 
The Devolution - Addendum Series - Part 1, was inspired by a question from 
a member of the Spitballers Telegram channel. 


i. ar. Le 





Devolution Series Dump 

Forwarded from Callie K 

| think devolution is a viable theory but if it was all captured and 
proven in real time why couldn't Trump and the loyalist military 
have taken over the tv networks with an EAS/EBS announcement, 
presented all the evidence, publicly held trials for all the bad actors 
and rightly taken the Presidency? Why put the country through all 
this tyranny and ruin just for an “awakening™ that may or may not 
ever happen??? @ 1 10:01 PN 








I see questions like this often, and it’s a great one that needs a definitive 
answer. I’Il do my best to provide one here. 


Trump knew long before he announced his run for office that winning the 
2016 Presidency was a monumental task. He wasn’t going up against just 
one opponent from the opposite political party. He was going up against the 
entire political establishment. His victory in 2016 embarrassed them. 


The disbelievers have gone trom laughter to shock. On Tuesday, Americans put the future of 
their nation in the hands of Donald Trump, an untested leader with deep character flaws and 
no experience in governance or national security. Voters delivered a humiliating rebuke to 
America’s political establishment and to the hangers-on — the pollsters, the pundits, the 
media elites, the celebrities who surrounded Hillary Clinton on stages even as Trump stood 
alone. 


This embarrassment fueled them to do anything and everything they could 
to remove Trump from office. Trump’s Presidency was a threat to the 
political establishment’s very own existence. He was an outsider who didn’t 
play by the rules. 


Trump’s entire first term as President was marred with challenges. From 
corrupt politicians and government agencies to the media and big tech; 
everybody was against Trump. They lied about everything Trump did and 
obstructed at every opportunity possible. There was the Charleston white 
supremacy lie, Spygate, Ukraine Impeachment, Covid and the election just 
to name a few! They threw everything they had at him, and yet, he had one 
of the greatest Presidency’s of all time. 


President Trump has delivered historic results in his first term in office despite 
partisan gridlock in the Nation’s Capital, and resistance from special interests and 
the Washington Establishment. 


Imagine if he didn’t have to face such obstruction. Think of what he could 
do for our country. Think of what he could do for the world. The greatest 
President of all time, unleashed with an “America First” agenda. It’s the 
America he spoke of in his first State of the Union address in 2017. 


[Intro of the 2017 SOTU address] 


Thank you very much. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Vice President, Members of Congress, the First 
Lady of the United States, and citizens of America: Tonight, as we mark the conclusion of our 
celebration of Black History Month, we are reminded of our Nation's path towards civil rights 
and the work that still remains to he done. Recent threats targeting Jewish community centers 
and vandalism of Jewish cemeteries, as well as last week's shooting in Kansas City, remind us 
that while we may be a nation divided on policies, we are a country that stands united in 
condemning hate and evil in al ofits very ugly forms. 


Fach American generation passes the torch of truth, liberty, and justice in an unbroken 
chain, all the way down to the present. That torch is now in our hands, and we will use it to 
light up the world. I am here tonight to deliver a message of unity and strength, and it is a 
message deeply delivered from my heart. A new chapter of American greatness is now 
beginning A new national pride is sweeping across our Nation. And a new surge of optimism is 
placing impossible dreams firmly within our grasp. 


What we are witnessing today is the renewal of the American spirit. Our allies will find 
that America is once again ready to lead. All the nations of the world—friend or foe—will find 
that America is strong, America is proud, and America is free. 


In 9 years, the United States will celebrate the 250th anniversary of our founding: 250 
years since the dlay we declared our independence. It will be one of the great milestones in the 
history of the world. But what will America look like as we reach our 250th year? What kind of 
country will we leave for our children? 


I will not allow the mistakes of recent decades past to define the course of our future. For 
too long, we've watched our middle class shrink as we've exported our johs and wealth to 
foreign countries. We've financed and built one global proy ject after another, but imnored the the 
fates of our children in the inner cities of Chicago, Baltimore, Detroit, and so many other 
places throughout our land. 


We've defended the borders of other nations, while leaving our own borders wide open 
for ; anyone to cross ; and for drugs to pour in at a now unprecedented rate. And we've spent 
trillions and trillions of dollars overseas, while our infrastructure at home has so badly 
crumbled, 


Then, in 2016, the Earth shifted beneath our feet. The rebellion started as a quiet protest, 
spoken by families of all colors and creeds, families who just wanted a fair shot for their 
children and a fair hearing for their concerns. 


But then the quiet voices became a loud chorus, as thousands of citizens now spoke out 
together, from cities small and large, all across our country. Finally, the chorus became an 
earthquake, and the people barned cut by the tens of millions, and they ‘were all united by one 
very simple, but crucial demand: that America must put its own citizens first. Because only 
then can we truly make America great again, 


[Closing of the 2017 SOTU address | 


Think of the marvels we can achieve if we simply set free the dreams of our peopl e, Cures 
to the illnesses that have alw ‘ays plagued us are not too much to hope. American footprints nl 
dlistant worlds are not too big a dream. Millions lifted from welfare to work ig not too much to 
expect. And streets where mothers are safe from fear, schools where children learn in peace, 
and jobs where Americans prosper and grow are not too much to ask, 


When we have all of this, we will have made America greater than ever hefore—tor all 
Americans. This is our vision. This is our mission. But we ean only g get there together. We are 
one people with one destiny. We all bleed the same blood. We : all salute the same oreat 
American flag. And we all are made by the same God. 


When we fulfill this vision, when we celebrate our 290 years at glorious freedom, we will 


look back on tonight as when this new chapter of American greatness s hepun, The time for small 
thinking is over. The time for trivial fig hts i is behind us. W e just need the courage to share the 
dreams that fill our hearts, the bravery to express the hopes i stir our souls, and the 
confidence to turn those hopes and those dreams into action. 


From now on, America will be empowered by our aspirations, not burdened by our fears: 
inspired by the future, not bound by failures of the past; and guided by our vision, not blinded 
by our doubts. 


Iam asking 1 all citizens to embrace this renewal of the American spirit. Lam asking ; all 
Members of Congress to join me in dreaming big and bold, and caring things for our country. | 
atl asking evervone watching s tonight to seize this moment. Believe in soa es, believe in 
your future, and believe, once more, in America. 


Thank you, God bless you, and God bless the United States. 


He told us himself that the time for small thinking 1s over. Trump’s goal 
from day one has been to save America from the political establishment. He 
knew they would attempt to steal the election and I believe my Devolution 
series presents a strong case showing that, and now he has set the table to 
eradicate the political establishment altogether. 


The Devolution operation to save our country has always been two-fold. 
First, there is the side that I fully believe Trump and the military has already 
taken care of. This is the side I try to piece together through my articles. 
They have captured the election theft evidence and are ready to make their 
move. They are waiting for the second part. 


WE are that second part. 


In order for us to do our part, we needed to see for ourselves exactly what 
the political establishment looks like. 


Right now, it appears as if America has lost everything, and what has that 
done? It’s showing us who isn’t loyal. We’re seeing that our elected 
government, government agencies, our media and big tech are not loyal to 
America. Many of us have already known this, but this isn’t about just us. 
This is about America as a whole. Trump is trying to show everybody that 
the political establishment has completely sold us out. 


In order for America to unite and move forward to something truly great, we 
need to rid ourselves of those driving us apart. The only way to show 
everybody was to lose everything and allow the evil to expose itself. 


Think about everything that has happened since Biden has become the 
“president” and think of the effect it has had on us citizens. I personally can 
think of more than a dozen people who were either anti-Trump or not 
political at all, who now really wish Trump was back in office, and I live in 
a very conservative state. This scenario is playing out everywhere. 


The mainstream media, who Trump lovingly and accurately refers to as the 
enemy of the people, is completely imploding because they cannot stop 
lying to us. They’re viewership numbers are tanking and America’s trust in 
the mainstream media is at an all time low. People don’t enjoy being lied to 
all day and Biden’s “presidency” has been exposed as the biggest lie of them 
all. The media promised us the best president of all time claiming, “Biden 
got the most votes in history”. Then Biden took office and after 17 executive 
orders on his first day, the media’s pipe dream became our nightmare. 


The government has America on a fast track to destruction. They have lost 
all credibility. Ironically what they used as a pretext to steal the election 
(Covid) is part of their problem. Their tyranny over this virus has turned a 
large portion of the nation against them, but Covid isn’t their only failure. 
They fail with every single thing they touch I’m not just talking about our 
national government. 


America 1s being “red-pilled” one person at a time and Trump doesn’t have 
to do anything because the political establishment is doing a better job at 
“red-pilling” than he ever could. 


The supreme art of war 1s to subdue 


the enemy without fighting. 


Sun Tzu 
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Don't forget to subscribe to the 
Patel Patriot Newsletter 


to stay up to date on 
the Devolution Series! 


Support Patel Patriot 
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Our movement is about replacing a failed and corrupt — 
now, when I say "corrupt," I'm talking about totally 
corrupt — political establishment, with a new 


sovernment controlled by you, the American people. 


There is nothing the political establishment will not do — 
no lie that they won't tell, to hold their prestige and 
power at vour expense. And that's what's been 
happening. 

The Washington establishment and the financial and media corporations that fund it 


exist for only one reason: to protect and enrich itselt. 


The establishment has trillions of dollars at stake in this election. As an example, just 
one single trade deal they d like to pass involves trillions of dollars, controlled by many 


countries, corporations and lobbyists. 


For those who control the levers of power in Washington, and for the global special 
interests, they partner with these people that don't have your good in mind. Our 


campaign represents a true existential threat like they haven't seen before. 


I'm doing this for the people and for the movement, and we will take back this country 


for you and we will make America great again. 


The corrupt establishment knows that we are a great threat to their criminal 
enterprise. They know that if we win, their power is gone, and it's returned to you, the 
people, will be. The dark clouds hanging over our government can be lifted and 
replaced with a bright future. But it all depends on whether we let the corrupt media 


decide our future or whether we let the American people decide our future. 


“Our movement is about replacing a failed and corrupt political 
establishment, with a new government controlled by you, the American 
people.” In order for Devolution to work, we need to take back control of 
our government from the ground up. If Trump makes his reveal before the 
cancer has been fully exposed, we risk not removing all of it. 


This corruption goes all the way down to the state and local levels. From 
Governors and mayors all the way down to our local school boards. Trump’s 
delay in making the reveal is exposing the rot down to our nations core in 
our local communities and it has inspired us to take things back into our own 
hands. We’re finally starting to do everything within our legal power, to take 
back our government back from the political establishment. We are finally 
taking a stand and getting involved within our communities as we should 
have been all along. 


It hasn’t been easy with him out of office but we need to think bigger. The 
entire country needs to see the big picture for Trump to have total victory. 
The political establishment represents the biggest threat to our founders 
vision for America and Trump knew that from day |. He ran for President to 


defeat them. He told us himself on October 30th, 2020, via the Trump White 
house website that he already beat them. 


Donald Trump Fought the Establishment— 
and Won 


October 30,2020 4 minute read 

Donald Trump won the presidency by challenging both the Republican and 
Democrat Party establishments. For too long, the political class of party leaders, 
paid consultants, lobbyists, donor-funded think tanks, and partisan media outlets 


ignored the concerns of millions of working- and middle-class American families. 


These families didn’t see themselves as Democrats or Republicans. They saw 


themselves as Americans—and they wanted change. 


Career politicians didn’t get the message. Rather than listen to the American 
people, the establishment chose to lecture them instead. Democrats in Congress, 
for example, could've joined with President Trump and Republicans to work 
together on infrastructure, immigration, healthcare, the economy, our military, 


and more. 


Instead, Democrats spent four years obstructing that agenda, wasting time—and 


tens of millions in taxpayer dollars—on political stunts. 


The American people wanted change. The establishment didn’t listen. 
Fortunately for millions of families across our country, President Trump did—and 
he’s just getting started. 


This is a war of good vs evil and Trump needs to rid us of the evil that has 
sold out America for personal gain. That is exactly who the political 
establishment is. All that remains is for “we the people” to expose the fraud 
once and for all and put the final nail in their coffins. No more “theories’’, no 


more circumstantial evidence, but the hardcore proof that the 2020 election 
was stolen and that we no longer have control of our government. 


The Arizona audit is “we the people’s” final act. It will be the biggest Red 
Pill anybody could ever ask for and herein lies the reason why Trump hasn’t 
come forward yet. By walking away and waiting, millions of American’s 
have been awoken and inspired to take action. Once the Arizona audit shows 
the world a monumental victory for Trump and that the election was stolen 
from the American people, Devolution becomes reality. I believe the 
Arizona audit is the “Go” Signal. He has done his part, now he waits for us 
to finish ours. 


Trump told us in his final campaign ad from 2016 that “The only force 
strong enough to save our country is us”, and he meant every word. 
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If you have any questions or would just like to engage in some Devolution 
talk, feel free to email me or join my telegram and ask 
away: https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to Subscribe! 
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Special thank you to A. C. Harmony for her editing and contributions! 


As I have said before, the beauty of Devolution catching on is that there are 
so many intelligent people contributing to further solidify the theory. Quinn, 
one of my admins for https://t.me/patelpatriotchat, shared a thread from 
twitter that a member had posted. This thread 1s more than intriguing. 


** There appear to be a few references to “Q drops” in this thread. Just a 
reminder, I haven’t ever read into the Q drops, so I won’t have any comment 
on those particular tweets. ** 


I’m going to break this thread down tweet by tweet and try to provide 
context and clarity. 


The first and most important thing to keep in mind as we go through this 
thread, is that it was written on January 18, 2021; two days before Joe 
Biden’s “Inauguration.” 





A Safe Place for Rational Thinking @aspirt - Jan 18 
@ DO00000000e 


Is President Trump Setting Up a Shadow Government? 


@O000000000e 
What is COGCON Level 2? 
1) Thread 


COGCON 2 
The Whitehouse has set Continuity of Government Conditions to Two. No Action is 


that should an order for Continuity of 
‘ the Aternate Operating Fecty within four houre 


Select a response below: 







ACKNOWLEDGED, NOT CAPABLE OF REPORTING WITHIN DESIRED TIME 
FRAME 


ACKNOWLEDGED, NOT ABLE TO REPORT TO ALTERNATE OPERATING 


[> 
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The President has unique powers during a National Emergency. 


The United States is still under a State of National Emergency pursuant to 
Executive Order #13848 from September 2018 


EXECUTIVE ORDERS 


Executive Order on Imposing 
Certain Sanctions in the Event of 
Foreign Interference in a United 

States Election 


— FOREIGN POLICY 
at, _ fantarmhar 19 210 
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Remember what we’ ve already covered regarding EO 13848 from 
Devolution - Part 7. Here are the primary recaps: 


Recap: 


¢ No later than 45 days after the conclusion of a United States election, the DN] 
along with others is to conduct an assessment of any information showing 
foreign interference in our elections. 

¢ One of the members receiving this assessment is the Secretary of Defense 

¢ Within 45 days of receiving that assessment, the AG and the Secretary of 


Homeland Security are to make a report evaluating 


0 how badly the foreign interference affected the security and integrity of 
our election infrastructure, counting of votes, transmission of results; and 

0 if the foreign interference targeted election infrastructure relating to 
specific campaigns or candidates and how it could have affected that 


campaign's information or data 


¢ One of the members receiving that report ts the Secretary of Defense 


¢ The report is to include recommendations, if appropriate, regarding 
REMEDIAL ACTIONS to be taken by the US Government other than the 


sanctions 


This means that at any time, “the head of any agency or any other appropriate 
official” may “tender to the President’, “any analysis, information, assessment, or 
evaluation of foreign interference in a US election. This also means that if an 
“appropriate official” has any information that indicates foreign interference in a US 


election, they can submit that information “to the President in an independent report . 


This is a bombshell. “Hypothetically” speaking, if our military were to come across 
ANY information showing foreign interference in a US election, they could report it 
directly to the President in an independent report and do so at ANY time. They could 
completely bypass the heads of every other agency and they don't have to stick to the 


45 day x 45 day timeline. 
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On September 10, 2020 E.0. #13848 was extended for one year due to the 
“unusual and extraordinary threat to National Security" 


STATEMENTS & RELEASES 


Text of a Notice on Continuation of 
the National Emergency With 
Respect To Foreign Interference In 
or Undermining Public Confidence 


In U.S. Elections 
— FOREIGN POLICY 
C(} 2 tl 26 ~) 104 t 
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EO 13848 was indeed extended for one year. The original EO was issued on 
September 12, 2018 and was effective until September 12, 2020. The | year 


continuation is effective from September 12th, 2020 through September 
12th, 2021. From the notice of continuation: 


Although there has been no evidence of a foreign power altering the outcomes or 
vote tabulation in any United States election, foreign powers have historically 
sought to exploit America's tree and open political svstem. In recent years, the 
proliferation of digital devices and internet-based communications has created 
significant vulnerabilities and magnified the scope and intensity of the threat of 
foreign interference. The ability of persons located, in whole or in substantial 
part, outside the United States to interfere in or undermine public confidence in 
United States elections, including through the unauthorized accessing of election 
and campaign infrastructure or the covert distribution of propaganda and 
disinformation, continues to pose an unusual and extraordinary threat to the 
national security and foreign policy of the United States. For this reason, the 
national emergency declared on September i2, 2018, must continue in ettect 
beyond September 12, 2020. Theretore, in accordance with section 202(d) of the 
National Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)), Iam continuing for i year the 
national emergency declared in Executive Order 13848 with respect to the threat 
of foreign interference in or undermining public confidence in United States 
elections. 
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During a “catastrophic national emergency" the President may establish a 
temporary Shadow Government. 


Part of establishing the Shadow Government requires key individuals in the 
ERG (Emergency Relocation Group) moving to secondary locations to run 
the Government 


The Shadow Government 
Following a catastrophic national 
emergency, the Presiderft, or his successor 
cari authorize the establishment of a 
temporary "shadow government" to 
maintain control of the essential functions 
of the Federal Government. President 
Bush activated the shadow government on 
September 11, 2001 shortly after the 
second attack on the World Trade Center. 
01 tl 2 Q 109 f 


Note this article from the Washington Post dated March 1, 2002, titled 
Shadow Government Is at Work in Secret. 


President Bush has dispatched a shadow government of about 100 senior civilian managers to 


live and work secretly outside Washington, activating for the firsttime long-standing plans to 





Execution of the classified im resulted not from the Cold War 





threat of intercontinental missiles, the scenario rehearsed for decades, but from heightened 
fears that the al Qaeda terrorist network might somehow obtain a portable nuclear weapon, 
according to three officials with firsthand knowledge. U.S. intelligence has no specific 
knowledge of such a weapon, they said, but the risk is thought great enough to justify the 


shadow government's disruption and expense. 


Deploved “on the fly’ in the first hours of turmoil on Sept. 11, one participant said, the shadow 
government has evolved intoan indefinite precaution; For that reason, the high-ranking 
officials representing their departments have begun rotating in and out of the assignment at 
one of two fortified locations along the East Coast. Rotation is among several changes made in 
late October or early November, sources said, to the standing directive Bush inherited from a 


line of presidents reaching back to Dwight D. Eisenhower. 


The civilian cadre present in the bunkers usually numbers 70 to 150, and “fluctuates based on 
intelligence’ about terrorist threats, according to a senior official involved in managing the 


program. It draws from every Cabinet department and some independent agencies. Its first 


| 


Assuming command of regional federal offices, officials said, the underground government 


would try to contain disruptions of the nation's food and water supplies, transportation links, 


energy and telecommunications networks, public health and civil order. Later it would begin to 


) 


The article above from 2002 (Thanks John from Spitballers for sharing) 
discusses a shadow government and how it has evolved into an indefinite 
precaution. The mission of this “shadow government” is to “prevent the 
collapse of essential government functions.” 
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if the National Emergency is within the Capitol Region, The National 
Continuity Plan details a strategy for the mass evacuation and relocation of 
every Federal Government Agency, The White House, and Military. 


Buried deep within the 102-page National 
Continuity Plan is the strategy for the mass 
evacuation and relocation of every federal 
government agency including The White 
House and the military in response to an 
exceptional catastrophic event within the 
National Capital Region. Each agency is 
required to have a detailed Continuity of 
Operations Plan (COOP) in place, 
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Let’s dig a little deeper by discussing the role of essential functions in 
Continuity of Operations Plans and discuss why they are important to 
devolution. Take a look at Presidential Policy Directive - 40. 


B, Background: On May 4, 2007, the President signed National Security Presidential 
Directive (NSPD)-51/Homeland Security Presidential Directive (HSPD)-20, National 
Continuity Policy, to establish a comprehensive national policy for the continuity of 
Federal Government structures and operations, a single National Continuity Coordinator 
responsible for coordinating the development and implementation of Federal continuity 
policies, and the National Essential Functions. In conjunction with NSPD-51/HSPD-20, 
the White House published the National Continuity Policy Implementation Plan (NCPIP), 
which provided greater detail on how D/As were to accomplish the requirements of the 
policy. In 2008, as directed in the policy, DHS published FCD-I to establish continuity 
planning requirements for D/As, FCD-1 was updated in 2012. 


On July 15, 2016, the President signed PPD-40, National Continuity Policy, which 
replacedNSPD-51/HSPD-20 and the NCPIP, addressing lessons learned, best practices, 
and the integration of new technologies and processes since 2007. Some relevant 
material in the NCPIP was added to PPD-40 and certain portions were adopted in this 
FCD, 


Il. Scope 
United States Code (US.C.) § 101. including the U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS), 


5 U.S.C. § 101 lists the agencies which the provisions of PPD-40 apply to: 


$101. Executive departments 


The Executive departments are: 
The Department of State. 
The Department of the Treasury. 


The Department of Justice. 

The Department of the Interior. 

The Department of Agriculture. 

The Department of Commerce. 

The Department of Labor. 

The Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices. 

The Department of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment. 

The Department of Transportation. 

The Department of Enerey. 

The Department of Education. 

The Department of Veterans Affairs. 

The Department of Homeland Security. 

This means the DoD 1s required to implement their continuity plans in 


accordance with the PPD-40 framework. Department of Defense Directive 
3020.26 outlines the Continuity policy for the DoD as directed by PPD-40. 


PPD- 40 defines the different types of essential functions: 





2. PMEFs are those mission essential functions that must be continuously performed to 
support or implement the uninterrupted performance of NEFs. 


3, NEFs are select functions that are necessary to lead and sustain the Nation during a 
catastrophic emergency and, therefore, must be supported through COOP, COG, and 
ECG capabilities. 


Let’s take a closer look at some publicly available information regarding 
devolution. On July 2, 2021, the Army published two pamphlets relating to 
their COOP Program: 


AR 500-3 - U.S. Army Continuity of Operations Program 


AR 500-30 - U.S. Army Continuity of Operations Program and Planning 
Procedures 


AR 500-30 “describes” (gives the details of) the guidance and procedures 
outlined in AR 500-3. AR 500-3 “prescribes” (gives direction and guidance 


for) the procedures outlined in Department of Defense Directive (DoDD) 
3020.26. 


As I have said before, due to the compromised nature of our federal 
agencies, I believe the nature of devolution we are experiencing 1s 
implemented through the DoD (military) down to the selected Special 
Operations Forces who are continuing the operation of the designated 
mission essential functions (MEFs). Devolution - Part 9 outlines my belief 
that the only others who even know about this plan are the Combatant 
Commanders. These AR 500 pamphlets are army specific but give us a good 
idea of what the DoD devolution or “shadow government” might look like. 





CONTINUITY OPERATIONS PHASES 
AND IMPLEMENTATION 


Phase | 
Readiness and Preparedness 


Event/ 
_ Threat _ 


Phasell 
Activation 
Phase lll 
Continuity Operations 
PhaselV 
Reconstitution 


Figure 3=1. Continuity operations phases and implementation 









Devolution 1s the capability to transfer statutory authority and responsibility from an organization's primary operating 
staff and facilities to another designated staff or subordinate organizations and devolution ooh a 
sustain MEFs, A COOP plan's option for devolution describes how an organization will identity and transter tts or- 
ganizational command and control, as well as responsibility for performing its MEFs to another organization or or- 
ganizations and personnel at a geographically dispersed location(s) unaffected by the incident. Organizations can ac- 
tivate devolution as a short-term option while ERG members relocate to their altemate its s). At 






[ The organization s devolution counterpart (that 
Is, the gaming orgamization( s) and facilities) must have the capability to perform MEFs as soon as possible but not 
later than 1? hours after devolution plan activation and must be able to sustain operations for a minimum of 30 days 
or until normal operations are resumed. When selecting a devolution organization and location, the capabilities of the 
receiving organization and location must be considered to ensure it has sufficient communications, systems, equip- 
ment, and resources prepositioned or available within the accepted timeframe to assume responsibility for performing 
the MEFs devolving to that devolution site. Personne! assigned devolution responsibilities to perform continuity op- 
erations at each gaining organization/site are referred to as the Devolution Emergency Response Group (DERG) and 
should have the training and skill sets to conduct the specified MEF. The devolving organization and its counterparts 
must prepare the gaining organization's DERG to conduct continuity operations through the TT&E program. Organ- 
izations should also consider the development of support documentation such as training and job aids, standard oper- 
ating procedures, desk guides, and handbooks. In addition, the organization's COOP OPLAN will— 


e. Continuity at all levels. Successful response and recovery operations require continuity at all levels from the 
highest levels of government (continuity of government) to all critical or essential operations (continuity of operations 
(COOP)) to essential services, headquarters and staff functions, tenant organizations, and commercial businesses 
(business continuity). The reason for the installation’s existence is to enable mussion execution m support of te 
national military strategy. The mission essential functions le necessary to perform these missions reside 
manner of information, expertise, capabilities, and facilities. 












headquarters, staff, and business functions that organize and maintain all of he necessary dee ts of operational 
readiness and community life on the installation. All of these supporting functions make up the “normalcy” that the 
installation 1s striving to achieve during the recovery phase. The sooner these functions are restored to normal 
operations, then the sooner the protected populace can return to a semblance of normal, daily life afer an emergency. 
This speed to recovery 1s enabled first and foremost by an ageressive continuity program at every level. 








Don't forget to subscribe to the 
Patel Patriot Newsletter 


to stay up to date on 
the Devolution Series! 


Support Patel Patriot 
_ ST | 


This gives us great insight and answers some of the tougher questions that 
come up such as “how could there be so many illegals flooding our country 
if the military was really in control?” We don’t know what the specific 
MEFs are, but as it says above, “it 1s not operationally or financially 
possible to sustain all MEFs all of the time in an all-hazards environment.” 
It is likely not operationally possible to sustain security at the border. 


Back to the thread: 
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President Trump also has 2 Obama era Executive Orders that he might wield 
to protect the Nation. 


1. Power to commandeer all Domestic Resources and recruit citizens 
). DHS can take control of Private Communication Networks Wh 


Executive Orders that will greatly expand 
the presidential powers in the event of a 
national emergency. 





The March 2012 Executive Order gives the 
President the authority to commander all 
U.S. domestic resources, including food 
and water, and seize all energy and 
transportation infrastructure within the 
United States. The order also allows 
aiitharizac tha || © Gavernmant tn farra ite 
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Executive Order 13603: National Defense Resources Preparedness 


I don’t believe EO 13603 is relevant to our devolution. While this order 
would be important for an overt war, I don’t think it is necessary for a 
devolution with small scale special operations forces manning MEFs. This 


policy was used by Trump to produce masks and ventilators during Covid. 


Executive Order 13618: Assignment of National Security and Emergency 
Preparedness Communications Functions 


This EO seems to be more relevant. It outlines the importance of secure 
communications used during “most critical and time sensitive missions.” 
The team running the show now would most definitely be using the most 
secure communications possible. 


WGVIVINE WW WwaSwilt 


1) 


The Federal Government has established 4 COGCON (Continuity of 
Government Readiness Conditions) levels to make sure the Government is 
properly prepared to execute on these plans in the event of an emergency. 


Level 4 
Level 3 
Level 2 
Level 1 


The Continuity of Government Readiness 
Conditions (COGCON) system establishes 
executive branch readiness levels based on 
possible threats to the National Capital 
Region. The President alone determines 
and issues the COGCON Level. 
























COGCON Levels 


The Continuity of Government Readiness 
Conditions (COGCON) system establishes 
executive branch readiness levels based on 
possible threats to the National Capital 
Region. The President alone determines 
and issues the COGCON Level. 





COGCON 1: Full deployment of designated 
leadership and continuity staffs to perform 
the organizations essential functions from 
alternate facilities either as a result of, or in 
preparation for, a catastrophic emergency. 
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COGCON Action Matrix 
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Pll touch on the small print in the tweet above in more detail later or you 
can visit the twitter thread found here if you’d like to look closer yourself. 


Some significant things to note here is that as you move from COGCON 4 
down to COGCON 1, there is a decrease in time to when the continuity plan 
is fully operational and there are specific staffing level requirements for each 
level. COGCON | means they have activated a continuity plan. 
Hypothetically speaking, if our country was set to COGCON 2, it means we 
are just 1 step away from activating a continuity plan and they want the staff 
to be sufficiently prepared. Here is a breakdown of the levels and their “time 
to operation” and “staffing level’ requirements: 


COGCON 4 


o Continuity plan is fully operational within 12 
hours 


o No staffing required at alternate facility(ies) 
COGCON 3 


o Continuity plan is fully operational within 8 
hours (4 hours to COGCON 2) 


o No staffing required at alternate facility (ies) 
unless necessary to meet 8-hour operational 
requirement 


COGCON 2 


o Continuity plan is fully operational within 4 
hours (4 hours to COGCON 1) 


o Deploy sufficient staff to alternate operating 
facility(ies) to allow activation with 4-hours 
notice 


COGCON 1 


o Agency HQ continuity plan activated 
immediately and report operational status within 
2 hours 


o Deploy sufficient staffing to alternate operating 
facility(ies) to perform essential functions with 
no notice 
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Interestingly, each year the United States Government "secretly" drops the 
COGCON Level from Level 4 to Level 3 due to the concentration of 
Government Leadership in a single location. 


Government Londition (LUGLUN) level 
during the annual State of the Union 
Address. 


Because the full Presidential Line of 
Succession is in attendance at this NSSE 
event (except for a designated survivor 
Cabinet Secretary hiding out in the White 
House bunker), the COGCON level for the 
United States Government secretly drops 
from Level 4 to Level’3in preparation for 
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The State of the Union Address 


Every year, U.S. federal agencies quietly 
prepare for the change in the Continuity of 
Government Condition (COGCON) level 
during the annual State of the Union 
Address, 


Because the full Presidential Line of 
Succession |s in attendance at this NSSE 
event (except for a designated survivor 
Cabinet Secretary hiding out in the White 
House bunker), the COGCON level for the 
United States Government secretly drops 
om Level ods preparation for 
the Président's State of the Union Address 


to our nation. 


When an event is designated by the Secretary of Homeland Security as a National Special Security 
Event (NSSE}, the Secret Service assumes its mandated role as the lead agency for the design and 
implementation of the operational security plan, The Secret Service has developed a core strategy 
to carry out its security operations, which relies heavily on its established partnerships with law 
enforcement and public safety officials at the local, state and federal levels. 


**The next few tweets will not have any commentary 
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This is where things get interesting... 


Dave Troy is a serious chap, definitely not a Trump Supporter. 








©) @) 
Dave Troy 
@davetroy 
Co-curator, host @TEDxMidAtlantic. Network 
analyst, disinformation specialist, Speaker. 


© Baltimore, MD EE Joined April 2007 


141858 SS Li SS eis ii 
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This morning Dave began posting that many people have been notified that 
the United States COGCON was lowered to Level 2. 


Dave has been pressing media and Government for confirmation or denial 
| Dave Troy 
~ @davetroy 
@athoc your system was used 
this morning to send out alerts 
suggesting the US is at COGCON 
level 2, Was your system hacked? 
Care to comment? 


om tl 16 () 78 


[> 


A Safe Place for Rational Thinking @aspirt - Jan 18 
12) 





Dave Troy @davetroy: 5h 

, For those reading this is what COGCON Level 
2 means. NOTE: we cannot confirm whether 
this message has any validity at all, or if 
@BlackBerry @AtHoc was hacked. We need a 
statement from them to verify. 
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/COGCON 

0 1 fn QO 54 hi 
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Dave Troy @davetroy 4h 
So either 1) the current US COGCON Level 
was set to “2,” and it hasn't been reported by 
anyone, or 2) the @Blackberry @AtHoc 
system was hacked and used to send 
messages to at least some civilian targets as 
part of a disinfo campaign. Which is it? 

tl 1 () 58 (fh 
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The United States Government uses a variety of systems to make these 
notifications including AtHoc software from Blackberry 









© Follow ) 


BlackBerry AtHoc 
@AtHoc 
Organizations around the world use BlackBerry 


AtHoc software to communicate and collaborate 
in times of crisis 


& hlackherrv cam/us/en/nraducts 
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Dave Identified the telephone number used to communicate the Athoc 
messages. 


This number is actually detailed as an Emergency Contact Number in the 
Coast Guard Emergency Response materials (see sauce at end of thread) 


Dave Troy @davetroy: 5h 
Replying to @davetroy 
People received phone calls from 
703-857-7155, which is tied to your system, — 
Here is a text version some people received. 
Did @athoc suffer a hack? 
* Camran Nguyen @LandonCrash: 6h 
Replying to @rmt834 @JackPosobiec and 
@Cernovich 


| holiavo wo ara cniild ho wrana thainh 
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\lany people provided Troy copies of text messages (many others are 
posted to Social Media) and emails notifying Government Members that 
COGCON was lowered to Level 2 


YUU TTY YOU ae PETG 

that should an order for Continuity SOGCON? 

of Operations occur you must report The Winehouse bas set Comtinurty oF liqwerremient 
fo the Alternate Operating Facility Conditions to Two. No Action is required try you at this 
within four hours.1, Acknowledged 
2, Acknowledged, not capable of 
reporting within desired time frame 
3. ACKNOWwiedgad, fot able to report 


to Alternate Operating Facility 


mae, As on Emergency Melocalion grou) Married YOU ae 


alte laut fea 1 AckAbia cabal 
2. ACKOwietged, mot capable of reporting willin dead 


To resoond élek 


Te Peapod, click 
hoc coh pedi’ 





Pnelagster @rickyx2001 and 3 other: 


here's the screenshot | took 





oe AT&T &S 10:23 AM 


2 


73101 > 


Text Message 
Today 4:45 AM 


COGCON 2 

The Whitehouse has set Continuity 
fo) mm C7e)V/=) a alanl=jalan@xelarelidleatomcom Auer 
Now -Xot(e)a liom ale [0 lic-1em e)Vavelem- lm dalls 
time. As an Emergency relocation 

fo] ge)0| om anl=1an)e\=)mn\.e)0 m=] a= clan lalel=se, 
idar-lans)alel0|(em-lame)ge(-lance) mm @xe)aldialeliay 
(o) mm @) o)=1¢- 1 te) alsmelerel| mnyele manlel-jaa-) ele) at 
vom dal=w-Vit~)gal-1«-m@) el-1e-1¢lalem m-leli ay 
VV/idaliamcele| am alee | aol MyA\el dale) Vi (-1e[6[-10| 


Va X14 010) 'W"1 (=10 (6 [=10 Pu ae) Mer-| ey-] 0) (=e) 
ig=Jele)mularemuuisaliame(=ss)ia-emelaal-mie-laal= 
Nel 4 ale)VVi(=10 6 (>1e male) ar-10)(-mcema-lele)al 
1KoW-Nit=)gar-1t-m@)el-le-10ale Mm a-lel 118, 


To respond, click: 
d2.athoc.com/R?s=403902- 

SW 100/010] nj 0l@}*) ale PAne@in@ials) OAmen als 
KhNOscWw5PrA%3D 





COGCON 2 

The Whitehouse has set Continuity of Government 
Conditions to Two. No Action is required by you at this 
time. As an Emergency relocation group member you are 
reminded that should an order for Continuity of Operations 
occur you must report to the Alternate Operating Facility 
within four hours.1. Acknowledged 

2. Acknowledged, not capable of reporting within desired 
time frame 

3. Acknowledged, not able to report to Alternate Operating 
Facility 


To respond, click: 
d2.athoc.com/R?s=403908-ejA14cqX9ss.t.2SsHebz78uajQ 
1CEltfuoYvxJimEI%3D 





Q Galen ’ 
- @nelagster 


Replying to @nelagster @rickyx2001 and 3 others 
here's the screenshot i took 


> CG 0) & d2athoc.com/h/tsx402908-e)h cq X9ss.t.28sHebz?euaj(tCElthuoY nd ymEle3D Ber PGHE6CCHCHDHOETFO nv ogmMage sg 
EES ee ae IB) Other book 


COGCON 2 


The Whitehouse has set Continuity of Government Conditions to Two. No Action is 
‘required by you at this time. As an Emergency relocation group member you are 
reminded that should an order for Continuity of Operations occur you must report to 
the Alternate Operating Facility within four hours. 








Select a response below: 





ACKNOWLEDGED 


ACKNOWLEDGED, NOT CAPABLE OF REPORTING WITHIN DESIRED TIME 
aaa iis 


ACKNOWLEDGED, NOT ABLE TO REPORT TO ALTERNATE OPERATING 


12:36: 18 Jan 21: Twitter Web App 
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Here is a voice message of the alert 


Link Sharing 


| () 
G @ linksharing.samsungcloud.com 
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*Note that this voice message has expired* 
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Note the scarcity of interest in COGCON until this morning, note the 
locations doing the searching 


a an 


1 Virginia ye 

2 Maryland mi 

3 North Carolina | 
Cj tl 9 ©) 56 hi 


LLL) 


Interest over time 8 





100 
fo 
50 
29 
Jan 17 at 11.... Jan 17 at 9:56 PM Jan 18 at 8:04 AM 
Interest by subregion Subregion v3 
1 Virginia 10 x= 
2 Maryland 56 = 


3 North Carolina 48 


If you do a google search of “Jan 18 COGCON alert,” you will find plenty 
of supporting evidence that this alert did happen. There isn’t any MSM 
coverage of it but there are multiple different people posting about it and the 
above google trends analysis backs it up. 
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50 what does COGCON Level 2 mean? 


50-75% of Emergency Relocation Group moved to alternate locations, 4 
hour response time. 














to | * Continuity plan is | # Conduct inten 
cility fully operational communication 
on with | — within 4 hours, operating local 
# 4 hours to altemate opera 
COGCON |, 24 hours and 1 

weekly. 
| * Conduct comm 
altemate opera 
applicable inte 
48 hours and 1 

weekly. 





© Test internal a 


allemate opera 
applicable inte 


fn 5 ie ee | Mon uh 


COGCON | 


COGCON 1: Full deployment of designated 
leadership and continuity staffs to perform 
the organization's essential functions from 
alternate facilities either as a result of, or in 
preparation for, a catastrophic emergency. 








+ Continue to perform HQ business 
functions at normal location(s), 

# Monitor/track major HQ activities, 

# Maintain alternate operating facility 
(ies) in accordance with agency 
continuity plans to ensure readiness for 
activation at all times, 

¢ Take appropriate steps to ensure 
alternate operating facility (ies) can be 
activated with 4-hours’ notice, 


+ Continue to perform HQ business 
functions at normal location(s) as 
appropriate, 

+ Monitor/track major HQ activities, 


¢ Perform day-to-day functions at 
alternate facility (ies) as appropriate, 

¢ Take appropriate steps to ensure 
alternate operating facility (ies) can be 
activated with no notice, 


+ Deploy sufficient staffto 
alternate operating facility 
(ies) to allow activation with 
4-hours’ notice, 


+ Deploy sufficient staffing to 
alternate operating facility 
(ies) to perform essential 
functions with no notice, 


© Continuity plan is 
fully operational 
within 4 hours. 

#4 hours to 
COGCON I. 


+ Agency HQ 
continuity plan 
activated 
immediately and 
report operational 
status within 2 
hours, 


© Conduct internal agency 
communications tests between normal 
operating locations (HQ and other) and 
alternate operating facility (ies) within 
24 hours and repeat not less than 
weekly, 

© Conduct communication tests at all 
alternate operating facility (ies) with 
applicable interagency partners within 
48 hours and repeat not less than 
weekly, 


+ Test intemal agency communications 
between normal operating locations 
(HQ and other) and alternate operating 
facility (ies) daily, 

+ Conduct communication tests at all 
alternate operating facility (ies) with 
applicable interagency partners daily. 








Potential increased 
travel requirements 
for agency leadership. 

© Some staff is required 
to work from altemate 


© Track the locations of 
agency leaders and 
their successors on 
daily basis, 

© Ensure at least one 


HQ-level agency location(s), 
successor is out of the } # Potential shorter 
NCR at all times, response times for 


additional staffing of 
alternate facility (ies), 


+ Track the locations of | # Some agency leaders 


agency leaders and Work from alternate 

their successors ona | — facility (ies), 

daily basis, ¢ Significant number of 
+ Atleast one HQ-level | — staff are required to 

Agency successor Work from alternate 

must be at alternate location(s), 


operating facility 
(ies). 
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Some might recall the fire and evacuation this morning and might think that 
was the event triggering COGCON 2. 


The Fire was reported at 9:50 am and the COGCON 2 notifications were 
sent around 8:04am 


| U.S, Secret Service v 
@SecretService 


Public safety and law enforcement responded to a 
small fire in the area of 1st and F streets SE, 
Washington, D.C. that has been extinguished. Out of 
an abundance of caution the U.S. Capitol complex 
was temporarily shutdown. There is no threat to the 
public. 
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It seems we are now at COGCON 2. Weather this is an error, activated for 
another reason, or the primer for a temporary Shadow Government wil 
become clear shortly. 


COGCON 2 


ee. athee of Government Conditions to Two. No Action is 
--fequit ne| relocation group member you are 
reminded that should an order for Continuity of Operations occur you must report to 
‘the Alternate Operating Facility within four hours. 


Select a response below: 













ACKNOWLEDGED 


ACKNOWLEDGED, NOT CAPABLE OF REPORTING WITHIN DESIRED TIME 


FRAME 


Oy tl 13 ) 60 c 


A Safe Place for Rational Thinking @aspfrt « Jan 18 
2?) 





White House information of Continuity of Government plans and more info 
on COGCON Levels and procedures 


whitehouse.govl.info/continuity-pla... 


O 2 Cb it Q 4 Mi 


White House Continuity Of Government Plan and National Coop Exercise 


*T just wanted to share the link. I have not personally confirmed the veracity 
of the information on the site* 
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Coast Guard Reporting Into 


(sauce on source confirming source of COGCON text messages) 


ALCOAST 141/20 - COVID-19: REPORTING FOR C.. 
R 171651 APR 20FM COMDT COGARD 
WASHINGTON DG//DCMS-DPR//TO .... 
6 uscg.mil 


ALCOAST 141/20 - COVID-19: REPORTING FOR COAST GUARD 
PERSONNEL ACCOUNTABILITY AND ASSESSMENT SYSTEM 


(CGPAAS) > United States Coast Guard > USCG Coronavirus Latest 


Information 


*This confirms that the phone number the alerts were sent from is affiliated 

with an official notification system used by (at least) the US Coast Guard* 
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Dave's tweets 


| Dave Troy @) @davetroy - Jan 18 

@athoc your system was used this morning to send out alerts 
suggesting the US is at COGCON level 2. Was your system hacked? 
Care to comment? 

Show this thread 


Ee 
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Link to Dave Troy Twitter Thread 
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Defcon (Defense Condition an alternative name for COGCON) references. 
These are not all of references to Deacon, please add and offer ideas in 
comments 


01/07/18 09:44:09 P 


Original 15] min 
DEFCON [1] CONF 
Revised [1] min 


LOCK: 15-10-43" 


DEFCON [1] [m= 


Do yOu understand what jus! occurred: 


UNI 
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Q The Hill @ @thehill Jan 18 
A moving truck can be seen outside Mar-a-Lago 


® 0:42 | 131K views (eae 
2 
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Almost like they abandoned the SWAMP 







Q 4,603 as 
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Thanks for catching this @IrOnbelly 


There is no STEP FIVE. (*all caps) 


11/19/19 05:48:09 PM CST Q !!mG/VJxZNC 


There is no STEP FIVE, 
-END- 
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The Lincoln Bust Removed from The White House?? 





O 9 tl 16 0) 6 Af 


I don’t think this is significant. See this article from CNN (vomit) 

lems such as the Lincoln sculpture were on loan from the official White House collection and 
part of a documented process wherein thousands of pieces of art, decorative art, sculpture, 
china, silver and other items are historically preserved. 

These items are available for the incoming president and first lady to select at the start of a new 
term, as the Trumps did in 2017. 


At move-out, there is a systematic return of the loaned Items to the White House Historical 
Association, which, along with the chief usher and curator of the White House, collects the 


collection items, 


"To all concerned about media photos of items leaving the White House: The White House Chief 
Usher and the Curator have responsibility for managing and accounting for the White House 
Collection in every presidency. They are an exemplary team of career professionals and should 
have our confidence in carrying out their responsibility," White House historical Association 


president Stewart McLaurin, sald in a statement. 


_ | 
While there are some posts in this twitter thread that appear to be irrelevant, 
the circumstantial evidence supporting a COGCON level change has 
potentially huge implications. Clearly, our government used the alert 
system, a fact which, so far, cannot be disputed. What’s left to determine is 
whether this alert was real, a test/exercise, or a mistake. 


Like I said, I’ve spent quite a bit of time searching for information about this 
alert and found no indications that it was a mistake. I’ve found no official 
references to the alert at all. No government agency commented that it was 
done in error or that there was a scheduled exercise. 


Every two years our government performs what is called a National Level 
Exercise. These are held in even-numbered years. 


National Level Exercise 


The National Level Exercise (NLE) is the nation’s cornerstone exercise for validating progress 
toward achieving the national culture of preparedness required to prepare for and respond 
to catastrophic events, NLEs are a progressive build of preparedness activities over the two- 
year cycle of the National Exercise Program, which culminate in a full-scale exercise, 


The NLE is an opportunity for all levels of government, the private sector, nongovernmental 
organizations, and community groups to test operational capabilities, evaluate policies and 
plans, familiarize personnel with roles and responsibilities, and foster meaningtul 
interaction and communication across the nation. Scenarios for the NLE range from natural 
disasters to man-made attacks and address the specific types of threats and hazards that 
pose the greatest risk to the nation. 


Here is the description of the 2020 NLE: 


National Level Exercise 2020 


From the beginning, National Level Exercise (NLE) 2020 was designed as a series of 
preparedness activities the two-year cycle to prepare the nation for some of our greatest 
threats, NLE 2020 focused on cybersecurity and involved a complex, multidimensional 


attack that reflects the global threat environment. In the scenario, Widespread cyberattacks 


NV), Federal department and agencies focused on participation from their headquarters 
locations. 


Click here to read about a first-hand experience during a real COOP exercise 


event: 


I could not find a reference to exercises in January of 2021 anywhere. If you 
find one, please let me know. I believe this alert having been sent out 1s 
another piece of circumstantial evidence pointing to devolution. 


Remember that according to the COGCON levels, there is a requirement of 
staff to be prepared and ready to operate at alternate locations to prepare for 
the implementation of COOP plans. Think back to President Trump’s final 
day in office. He left the white house on Marine One shortly after 8AM and 
headed to Joint Base Andrews for his farewell speech. This took place hours 
prior to the “inauguration” of Joe Biden. The only person of significance 
from his cabinet that was there to see him off was Chief of Staff Mark 
Meadows. We know that because he is the only one Trump acknowledged in 
his speech. 


Where were the rest of his cabinet members? Where was Chris Miller? If we 
were really at COGCON level 2, were some of these cabinet members at 
alternate facilities preparing for initiation of the devolution plan? 


Joe Biden’s inauguration was completely different from every prior 
inauguration. Typically, the outgoing President attends the inauguration and 
gets a send off from the new President. You don’t need to watch these, but 
here are the sendoffs of the two prior presidents: 


President Trump bids President Obama farewell - YouTube 
Barack Obama walks George W. Bush to "Executive One" - YouTube 


Trump viewed Biden as illegitimate because that is exactly what he is. Add 
the COGCON alert to the growing list of circumstantial evidence that 
Devolution is happening. 


I find it fascinating that as time goes on we find more and more indications 
that a COOP has actually been implemented. Things that seemed irrelevant 
at the time have now become crucial pieces of evidence pointing to 
devolution. 


Devolution - Addendum Series - Part 3 
Durham & Lindell 


Patel Patriot 


Nov 22, 2021 





If you haven't read the previous installments of my Devolution series, you can do 
here on my website: 


https://www.devolution.link/ 


Find me on Telegram here: https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to 
Subscribe to support my work! 





Special thank you to A. C. Harmony for her dedication and contributions! 





I want to preface this article by saying that I will be speculating quite a bit 
more than I usually do. That is what my addendum series 1s about. I try to 
hypothesize based on the available information. The amount of 
circumstantial evidence pointing to devolution happening right now is 
undeniable, but the most difficult aspect to figure out is how it will unfold 
and get Trump back in office. Piecing together the final stages of the 
devolution plan requires some speculation. 


In this addendum I’m going to discuss two figures that I haven’t yet spent 
any time on, but have been taking center stage as of late. One of them we 
know has been working behind the scenes for years, but the other is just 
about to make his mark. These two individuals are John Durham and Mike 
Lindell. I don’t consider myself an expert on the Spygate investigation, so I 
won’t be discussing that in detail therefore most of this article will discuss 
Mike and where he might fit in to the plan. However, there is a theory that 
has piqued my interest and I believe it is worth discussing because it 
connects both Durham and Lindell. 





Exhausting All Options 


Initial Thoughts 


Keep in mind that Devolution is a contingency plan. I believe everything is 
in place and ready for the military to step in and make moves- if and when 
necessary- to place Trump back in office, but what if that never needs to 
happen with military involvement? I’ve said before that Donald Trump has a 
reverence for our founding fathers and always seeks to uphold the United 
States Constitution. If there are legitimate and constitutional options to 
overturn the 2020 election, I believe it’s safe to say that Trump will exhaust 
those options before pulling the trigger and getting the military involved. 


This is where both the State Legislatures and Mike Lindell come into play. 
State Legislatures decertifying their electors for Biden would be legal, even 
if unprecedented. And it’s certainly interesting that all of the sudden, there 
have recently been multiple stories coming out on this front: 


e State representative Tim Ramthun moves to decertify the 
2020 election in Wisconsin 


e AZ Attorney General Mark Brnovich investigates the 
2020 election 


e Georgia governor Brian Kemp orders probe into “sloppy” 
November 2020 vote counts in Fulton County 


e Stunning election fraud found in Delaware County 
Pennsylvania 


At the same time an abundance of these stories seem to be making their way 
to the headlines, Mike Lindell will be taking a case to the Supreme Court of 
the United States in an attempt to fix the 2020 election. What Mike Lindell 
is doing is also quite legal, but before we dig into his lawsuit, I think we 
should take a look at how we got here first. 


Mike Lindell 


Leading up to Mike Lindell’s cyber symposium back in August I was 
getting many comments and questions about whether I thought he would be 
the one to kick off the reveal of devolution. I was extremely skeptical 
because at the time I couldn’t logically figure out a reason as to why Mike 
would be part of the plan. I didn’t think his symposium would reveal 
anything, and when it ended I felt like I was correct and justified in my 
thought process. 


I’m starting to wonder if there is something much larger at play with Mike. 
Let’s look at a brief timeline of Mike’s involvement with rectifying the 2020 
election starting from after the electoral college vote on January 6th: 


e January 15th, 2021 - Mike Lindell reportedly meets 
with President Trump at the White House. 


o This story is interesting because Washington 
Post photographer Jabin Botsford was able to 
get a good picture of the notes that Mike was 
holding in his hand. She stated in her tweet that 
her picture was taken before the meeting, 
implying the notes were what Lindell was 
bringing to the meeting. The notes are certainly 
interesting as they mention martial law, foreign 
interference by China/Iran, and triggering 
emergency powers. Mike Lindell claimed he 
didn’t even read the notes but instead was just 
passing them along from lawyers he knows. 
What I find most interesting about the meeting 
Mike Lindell had with Trump is that he claimed 


Robert O’Brien was also present at the meeting. 
If you don’t see the significance of that, please 


go back and read Devolution - Part 13: 


Lindell said that he gave Trump the papers and added that Robert™ 
yeriehethenTrumnismnat ach vat 
meeting. 


Botsford's photographs showed a number of phrases, including: 
‘Insurrection Act now as a result of the assault on the... martial law if 
necessary upon the first hint of any...” 


The notes also contained the phrase ‘Move Kash Patel to CIA acting, and 
.» foreign interference in the election trigger lillegible] powers. Make 
clear this is China/Iran: 


“ATACEN IMMEIMATELY 10 SAVE THE 
PSL CONSTITUTION 
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e February 22nd, 2021 - Dominion Voting Systems sued 
Mike Lindell 


Dominion Voting Systems sued both MyPillow and Lindell, seeking 
damages of more than $1.3 billion. In weeks prior, the company had said 
Lindell was “begging to be sued.”” MyPillow, has since launched a counter- 
lawsuit against Dominion for $1.6 billion. 


e June 12th, 2021 - Mike Lindell claims “that sometime 
during the month of July, 2021, a case based on a ‘writ 
of guo warranto’ will be brought directly in the U.S. 
Supreme Court which will result in a 9-0 decision 
overturning the 2020 general election and reinstalling 
President Trump into office.” 


e June 14th, 2021 - Mike Lindell announces Cyber 
Symposium 


e July 11th, 2021 - Mike Lindell reportedly met with 
Donald Trump before Trump’s CPAC Speech 


Zachary Petrizzo @ 
v 


I'm told MyPillow CEO Mike Lindell is currently secretly 


participating in a CPAC roundtable behind the scenes 
with former President Donald Trump. 





e August 10-12th, 2021- Mike Lindell hosts the Cyber 
Symposium 


o The symposium left many disappointed and 
underwhelmed. Here is what Patrick Byrne had 
to say: 


| confess that | was disappointed in last weeks’ grand reveal, the PCAP data that was to 
be made public. In the past | have explained my involvement: | became aware of this story 
sometime in December, could not get anything solid one way or another, learned that 
Mike Lindell had access to then-President Trump, and in early January sent people with 
the technical information over to see Lindell. That was more or less the last | heard of it 
other than a conversation in mid-March. 


| would have expected that at this point the data could have been verified one way or 
another. | confess that last week's reversal regarding making that data public is 
disappointing to me. | understand there aré explanations as to why that may have 
happened, and one way or the other may hold water, but at this point | cannot vouch for 
that data. | can vouch that someone very good, someone vouched for by many other 
technologists, is stil insisting to me that Lindell’s data will turn out to be real. However, 
there is another great technologist telling me differently: he is someone | respect 
immensely, is also impressively credentialed, but he |s telling me he is sure it is not real, 
On the other hand, he is drawing that conclusion from atmospherics and other factors, as 
he tells me he has not not actually examined the data (and still has not because Lindell 
did not release it last week). So once again, you know exactly what | know. In my view, 
given the length of time this has taken and the changing stories, | am writing off the PCAP 
data, until or unless something Is presented to prove it. | have seasoned technologists 
advising me both ways on It. 


e August 13th, 2021 - Mike Lindell met with Donald 
Trump at Mar-a-Lago 


e September 21, 2021 - Mike Lindell announces he will 
take his case to SCOTUS before thanksgiving (November 
23rd). 


e November 17th, 2021 - Mike Lindell releases recorded 
interview with Donald Trump 


That brings us to where we are now, once again waiting to see if what Mike 
Lindell is claiming will turn out to be credible or not. When I look at the 
timeline of Mike Lindell there is one thing that really sticks out to me. He 
has been meeting with Donald Trump in private and has done so mulitple 
times since the first private meeting was reported on January 15th, 2021. 
Those are just meetings we know about. In the interview Trump did with 
Mike, Trump all but gave his endorsement of what Mike Lindell is doing 
with his upcoming date with SCOTUS. 


This leads me to believe that there really might be something larger at play 
here. Why hasn’t Trump distanced himself from Mike Lindell, but instead 
has agreed to do an interview with him just prior to the case going before the 
Supreme Court? 


Before I give my analysis on what I actually think is happening, let’s try to 
get a better understanding of the case Mike Lindell is bringing before 
SCOTUS. 


Quo Warranto 


I feel the need to mention here, before digging into this section, that I have 
no legal background. I have researched this topic extensively and feel like I 
have a good understanding so I am going to outline my thoughts the best I 
can. Let’s start with the definition of quo warranto as defined by Cornell’s 
Legal Information Institute: 


Quo warranto 





Definition 

Latin for "by what warrant (or authority)?" A’Writ'@uo!Warrantovis used’ 
to challenge a person's right to hold a public or corporate office. A 
state may also use a guo warranto action to revoke a corporation's 
charter. 


There has been a quo warranto lawsuit filed against a sitting president 
before. On January 20th, 2009, a quo warranto lawsuit was filed against 
Barack Obama claiming he was constitutionally ineligible to be the 
President of the United States. 


Plaintiffs filed their lawsuit on January 20, 2009, the day Barack Obama was 
sworn in and took office as President of the United States.’ The Plaintiffs are 
active, inactive, or retired military personnel; state political representatives; private 
individuals, including federal taxpayers and at least one individual who claims to 


be a relative of Barack Obama; and political candidates during the 2008 general 


election. 


Here is a summary from an opinion of the case: 
Justia Opinion Summary 


Plaintiffs contended that Barack Obama was constitutionally ineligible to be President of the United States. In 
addition to plaintiffs’ constitutional claims, as well as their claims for declaratory and injunctive relief, plaintiffs 
appealed the dismissal of their quo warranto claims for improper venue; their Freedorn of Information Act (FOIA), 5 
U.S.C. 552 et seq., claims for failure to state a claim; and their Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act 
(RICO), 18 U.S.C. 1961 et seq., claims against defendants First Lady Michelle Obama, Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton, Vice President Joe Biden, and former Secretary of Defense Robert Gates, for failure to state a claim. The 
court adopted the district court's classification of the parties and held that each plaintiff lacked standing: the 
proper venue for plaintiffs’ quo warranto claims was in the District of Columbia, pursuant to D.C. Code 16-3503; 
FOIA did not apply to any of defendants because they were all individuals, not agencies; and plaintiffs had six 
months between the original complaint and the amended complaint to attempt to set forth civil RICO allegations 
afd their failure to do so was inexcusable, Accordingly, the district court properly dismissed plaintiffs 
constitutional claims for lack of Article Ill standing and the district court did not err in dismissing plaintiffs’ quo 


warranto, FOIA, or RICO claims. The dismissal of the district court was affirmed and the emergency petition for writ 
of mandamus was denied. 


Essentially, the case was dismissed for multiple reasons but the one I’d like 
to focus on is the “lack of standing.” Here are the 6 different categories of 
plaintiffs in the case: Active military personnel, former military personnel, 


state representatives, federal taxpayers, relatives of Obama, and political 
candidates. Here is what the courts said in regards to proper standing: 


A. 
CONSTITUTIONAL CLAIMS: STANDING 
To establish Article III standing, a plaintiff must show: (1) “an injury in 
fact—an invasion of a legally protected interest which is (a) concrete and 
particularized and (b) actual or imminent, not conjectural or hypothetical”; (2) “a 
causal connection between the injury and the conduct complained of—the injury 


has to be fairly .. . traceable'to'the challenged action of the defendant, and not .. . 


the result of the independent action of some third party not before the court”; and 
(3) “it must be likely, as opposed to merely speculative, that the injury will be 


redressed by a favorable decision.” Lujan v. Defenders of Wildlife, 504 U.S. 555, 


560-61 (1992) (omissions in original) (internal quotation marks and citations 
omitted). Moreover, a litigant’s interest cannot be based on the “generalized 
interest of all citizens in constitutional governance.” Schlesinger v. Reservists 


Comm. to Stop the War, 418 U.S. 208, 217 (1974); see also United States v. 
Richardson, 418 U.S. 166, 173-78 (1974) (taxpayer's generalized grievance 


insufficient for standing). 


The court ruled that each of the 6 categories of plaintiffs failed to establish 
standing, that includes state representatives as well as the political 
candidates, who were on the presidential ballot in California. Feel free to 
read through the case for more details, but each one was shot down with 
seemingly justifiable reasoning and according to proper precedent. 


I’m concerned by this because if there is already precedent for dismissing a 
suit even with state representatives listed as plaintiffs, will Mike Lindell’s 
quo warranto case also be shot down for similar reasons? Having the AGs 
from multiple states on board is important, and I'll explain why shortly, but 
there was a pre-inauguration case with multiple state AGs on board that was 
shot down due to lack of standing. Will this case suffer the same fate? I have 
to imagine that they have thought this through and whoever is signed on to 
the case would have an argument for legal standing, but we will just have to 
wait and see how it unfolds. 


When I look at the legal definition of establishing standing and how it 
relates to the case Mike Lindell is bringing before SCOTUS, there is one 
part that sticks out: “traceable to the challenged action of the defendant, 
and not the result of the independent action of some third party not before 
the court.” Does this mean the PCAP data would be irrelevant? Do they 
have to specifically show Biden and his campaign were directly involved in 
the theft of the election? Do they have that specific evidence? 


However they decide the standing, and whether or not they even allow the 
evidence, I’m not even sure it matters. 


Let’s discuss what does matter. 


Part of the Plan? 


In order for Mike Lindell’s case to be effective (whether it succeeds or not) 
there are two requirements (in my opinion): 


e Mike has to have the evidence he claims to have. 


o There is plenty of evidence of voter fraud out 
there. We have seen numerous examples and 
even more has come out over the past few 
weeks (think of the videos from Delaware 
County, PA). What I am referring to here is the 
PCAP data which proves foreign interference. I 
will touch on this again later, but Mike needs to 
have that evidence and it needs to be solid and 
irrefutable. 


e There has to be multiple states’ Attorney Generals 
signed on to the case. 


o If there are AGs on board with this case, it 
means they looked at the evidence Mike has 
brought forth and found it not only credible, but 
solid enough to make for a winning case. 


If the above two requirements are met, and bearing in mind that what Mike 
Lindell is doing seemingly has the endorsement of Donald Trump, then I 
believe this could be a step in the direction of Trump’s return. 


Allow me to explain. 


There are really only three possible outcomes that I can see resulting from 
the case Mike Lindell is sponsoring and bringing before the Supreme Court: 


1. SCOTUS votes to look at the evidence 


(A) They look at all the evidence and decide to grant the Quo 
Warranto and overturn the results of the 2020 election. 


(B) They look at all the evidence and decide NOT to grant the 
Quo Warranto and it would appear we remain stuck with Joe 
Biden 


2. SCOTUS votes NOT to look at the evidence of the 
case, and it would appear we remain stuck with Joe 
Biden 


For obvious reasons, | (A) would be preferred. This route would be 
completely legal and constitutional and is a legitimate path for Trump to 
return to the White House. Whether or not Joe Biden and his administration 
would abide by this ruling is another topic of discussion. If I’m being 
completely honest, I see this outcome as least likely but I would happily be 
proven wrong here. 


The remaining two outcomes is where things could get interesting. Again, 
this all comes down to the evidence being brought forth and requires that 
there are actually AGs signed on to this lawsuit. If the evidence is what 
Mike Lindell claims it 1s, and AGs have signed on, then both outcomes | (B) 
and 2 would result in the United States reaching a full blown constitutional 
crisis. 


Think back to Devolution - Part 13 where I listed the NEFs which we found 
in Federal Continuity Directive - 2. Remember that the NEFs “must be 
supported through COOP and COG capabilities.” The very first NEF listed 
is this: 


Table A-1, National Essential Functions’ 


NEF 1: Ensuring the continued functioning of our form of government under the United States 
Constitution, including the functioning of the three separate branches of government. 





The Strategy discussed in Devolution - Part 13 allows those running the 
devolution operation the ability to re-prioritize the NEFs as needed, but this 
is still an important one and likely still right at the top. When operating as 
intended, our Constitutional form of government is what sets America apart 
from every other nation on Earth. We are the last remaining beacon of 


freedom. Maintaining this specific NEF means we can’t allow stolen 
elections to stand and if we do, it means we have lost that freedom. 


That is when the military would come into play. Here is the military oath of 
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If the evidence Mike Lindell claims to have is genuine, then we have already 
seen the failure of both the legislative and executive branches of our 
government due to rampant election fraud. Many members of congress are 
illegitimate just like the current “president” occupying the White House. 
That means on January 6th, an illegitimate congress rubber-stamped an 
illegitimate president resulting in the failure of both those branches. 


If the only remaining branch of government (judicial) fails to recognize and 
rectify the 2020 election and illegitimacy of the other two branches, then all 
three branches of government would no longer be functioning as intended. 
Our form of government under the United States Constitution would no 
longer exist; a genuine constitutional crisis. I believe reaching this point 
would move us another step closer to the reveal of Devolution. We first have 
to exhaust all available legal and constitutional methods before military 
involvement is warranted. I truly believe this is how it will play out and here 
is my reasoning. 


If the evidence Mike has is genuine, he could have went to the same AGs 
much sooner and got them on board. He could have taken his information to 
SCOTUS much sooner as he intended to after his August symposium. He 
could have even taken it to SCOTUS on January 21st. Why didn’t he? 


It comes down to the timing. 


As I have been saying since day | of my series, in order for Trump to return, 
there needs to be a super majority of Americans ready and willing to accept 
his return. The fact this has been pushed back until now when it didn’t need 


to be tells me it was done so on purpose. It has been timed to coincide with 
the multitude of failures of Biden’s administration and the mass awakening 
of Americans that has resulted from those highly visible failures. 


So once again, 1f Mike Lindell has the AGs on board as he claims, and the 
evidence he possesses is genuine, than this upcoming SCOTUS date is even 
bigger than we realize. 


There is a great podcast from Chris Paul on why we can’t write off Mike 
Lindell’s court case and you should listen to it if you have the time as it’s 


only about 15 minutes long: https://rumble.com/vouwox-dont-sleep-on-the- 
pillow-mans-case.html 


There is one more thing about his evidence that I would like to discuss 
before moving on because it serves as a great precursor to my final thought 
for this article. On August 6th, 2021, the Gateway Pundit posted an article 
discussing that an expert cyber team was able prove that votes could be 
altered from overseas. Here is the part I found most interesting: 


Even though it has been proven that votes can be changed overseas in locations in the US, it 
Is basically impossible to prove this without performing forensic audits. The reason for this 


is because of ‘chain of custody’, 


If individual packets were obtained that were related to vote changes in the US initiated overseas, 
these packets would have to be protected and any and all movement or changes in custody of this 
used ina court of law. This is the ultimate challenge to Absolute Proof. 


In Summary 


Votes in US elections can be changed overseas. This is almost impossible to identify without a 


forensic audit of all the ballots in an election. The proper chain of custody.of packets\of datarelateds 
tovan electionstealioverseasisialmostimpossible: The steal of the 2020 election was therefore most 


likely done at the local level and can be identified through forensic audits. 
Keep the chain of custody in mind as we continue. 


Questions & Answers 


Questions 


This last section will have to do with both Mike Lindell and John Durham. 
Before laying out the theory I’m going to ask a series of questions which 
only this theory seems to properly answer. 


Regarding Mike Lindell: 
e Ifhis PCAPs are genuine, where did he get them? 


e Ifhis PCAPs are genuine, why is he allowed to maintain 
possession of them? 


e If his PCAPs are genuine, how 1s he able to maintain the 
proper chain of custody necessary to prove they are 
genuine without a doubt? 


Regarding John Durham: 


e Why hasn’t the Biden administration shut him down yet? 


That is really the only question about Durham that I have, and the only one, 
in my opinion, that is needed. As I have said numerous times, the theft of the 
2020 election was a culmination of the political establishment’s efforts to 
cover up for Spygate. Everything they did throughout President Trump’s 
first term was to cover up for their Russia Hoax. The Mueller special 
counsel, the impeachment, the lies, the election theft. Everything was aimed 
at removing Trump so that the crimes we see coming from the Durham 
special counsel would never see the light of day. 


I know people say “well he’s a special counsel and they can’t, it’s the 
precedent they set when Trump couldn’t fire Mueller’... “It’s not legal for 
them to shut down a special counsel.” They stole a freakin’ election but 
haven’t shut down John Durham because of legality or optics? They don’t 
care about either of those things and they never have. Both Obama’s time in 
office as well as Joe Biden’s entire “presidency” has shown us that. 


The conspiracy case that John Durham is showing us with these “speaking 
indictments” clearly shows the highest levels of the Obama administration 
were involved in this, including Joe Biden and Obama himself. Multiple 
agencies from our intelligence community are also complicit. If they truly 
had any control whatsoever, they would do absolutely anything they could 
to shut John Durham down, which is my entire point. They clearly don’t 
have control over John Durham. Why’? 


Next is where I’Il present the theory. I’m not saying this is fact. ’'m saying 
it’s possible and it would make sense when you look at the big picture. I was 


having a private conversation with the individual who brought up this theory 
and wasn’t going to mention his name until I had full permission to do so. 
He has agreed to allow me to list his name and full credentials. I’m happy he 
did because this theory carries more weight when you see who theorized it 
in the first place. 


Here is the name and credentials of the individual who presented the theory 
below: 


F. Jack Dona, Master Sergeant, U.S. Army (Retired), Knowlton 
Recipient, US Army Intelligence Center, Fort Huachuca, AZ 


MSG Dona assures me that his theory is based purely on speculation relating 
to his professional experience in the IC . He has no access to any classified 
information supporting his speculation. 


Answers 


Are John Durham and Mike Lindell operating under the auspices of the 
military? 


More specifically, is it possible they have been Direct Commissioned into 
our military while carrying out their roles? Here is what I mean: 


Direct Commission 
Direct Commission Officers (DCOs) are civilians’ Who have'special Skills needed formilitaryoperations. 


These are usually individuals who have earned professional degrees in fields such as medicine, law, 
religious studies, engineering or intelligence. Groups such as the JAG'Corps, Chaplain Corps and 
Medical Corps frequently employ DCOs, 


Here is what Wikipedia has relating to DCOs: 

A direct commission officer (DCO) is a United States uniformed officer who has received an appointed 
commission without the typical prerequisites for achieving a commission, such as attending a four-year 
service academy, a four-year or two-year college ROTC program, or one of the officer candidate school or 
officer training school programs, the latler OCS/OTS programs typically slightly over three months in length. 


Civilians who have special skils that are critical to sustaining miltary operations, supporting troops, health 


and scientific study may receive a direct commission upon entering service. These officers usually occupy 
leadership positions in the following areas:\laW, science, medicine, pharmacy, dentistry, nurse corps, 
intelligence, Supply-logistics-transportation, engineering, jpublicaffairs, chaplain corps, oceanography, 
merchant marine affairs, andlothers. 


Civilians can be direct-commissioned into the military when their skills are 
critical to sustaining military operations. This is common within the military 
and would be easy to do under the radar. If Mike Lindell and John Durham 
are actually working as military direct commissioned officers, then it would 
answer all of the questions. 


Regarding Mike Lindell: 
e If his PCAPs are genuine, where did he get them? 


o From the military. 


e Ifhis PCAPs are genuine, why is he allowed to maintain 
possession of them? 


o He is working with and under the protection of 
the military. 


e If his PCAPs are genuine, how 1s he able to maintain the 
chain of custody necessary to prove they are genuine 
without a doubt? 


o If any group could prove proper chain of 
custody it’s the military. 


Regarding John Durham: 


e Why hasn’t the Biden administration shut him down yet? 


o Because he isn’t working with the DOJ, he’s 
working with the military. 


Closing 


As we discovered in Devolution - Part 13, the scope of the devolution plan 
is much larger than we first realized. 


If the same people who will be taken down by John Durham also played a 
role in the theft of the 2020 election, wouldn’t it make sense for the 
devolution plan to account for John Durham’s investigation and provide an 
avenue for it to continue uninterrupted? Commissioning him to the military 
during a devolution operation would truly move him out of their reach. 


If Trump and his team are to exhaust all legal and constitutional methods of 
rectifying the 2020 election, they need to go before SCOTUS with 
irrefutable and concrete evidence. Maybe Mike Lindell is the guy to bring 
that evidence forth. If he is to truly move the chess pieces forward, his 


evidence has to be solid and irrefutable. Working with the military would be 
as solid as it gets. 


Trump set out to drain the swamp and give the government back to We the 
People. In order to do that, everything needs to be exposed. That includes 
exposing the failures of all three branches of government. We are about to 
find out whether or not we have truly reached a full-blown constitutional 
crisis. 


Any way you look at it, the next few weeks should be extremely interesting. 
As I’ve stated already, I would be happy to be wrong in this situation, but I 
don’t think SCOTUS will overturn the election. But that doesn’t mean we 
won’t be one step closer to Trump’s return. 


THE BEST IS YET TO COME 
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https://t.me/patelpatriot 
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support my work by subscribing to this newsletter for $10 per month or 
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Locals Link: patelpatriot.locals.com 


Venmo Link: @patelpatriot 


PS: I don’t have a way to contact you individually but I want to say THANK 
YOU to those who have contributed to the “Tip Jar”. Means more to me 
than you will ever know. Thank you much! 


God Bless you all! 


Jeff M 
Nov 23, 2021 





Lots of missing info here. The PCAPs came from some ethical black hats 
working with Dennis Montgomery who is a former CIA contractor. There 
are A LOT of details on the entire operation to collect them here: 
https://www.worldviewreport.com/ 

Go back and listen to the many vids with Alan Jones, Mary Fanning, Ret. 
Col Waldron, Ret. Gen. McInerny, and Ret Gen. Vallely. Not 
coincidently, all of these folks were either directly or indirectly involved 
with the DIA. They were so certain that foreign hacking would occur that 


Jones & Fanning wrote a book entitled "The hammer is the key to the 
coup" that was released summer of 2020. So they got Montgomery and 
others to set the trap. A significant point here is that domvr these folks 
knew it would happen, then the military probably did too and planned 
accordingly to capture the steal. 


The reason why Lindell got involved originally is because he was the only 
person in the circle above that had direct access to POTUS. The reason he 
spent so much time between discovery of the PCAPs and the cyber 
symposium was to verify the validity of the PCAPs. He discussed this fact 
at the cyber symposium. The origins of Lindell's involvement is discussed 
by him in vids I mentioned above. 


The SCOTUS suit IS NOT being filed by Lindell. It's being filed by ~20 
state AGs. The only thing Lindell did was engage the AGs to show them 
the PCAP evidence and help them to collaborate on the SCOTUS suit. But 
the evidence going to SCOTUS is a lot more then PCAPs. Working 
together, the people involved with the AGs did their own forensics on 
voting machines. The actual algorithms for stealing the election were 
figured out and it was used in MANY states. Lindell said the algo 
accurately predicts votes down to a pretty low level, either county or 
precinct and apparently this is part of the SCOTUS case. If you want the 
details, go back in warroom.org archives within the last few weeks. 
Lindell talked about parts of the case in several episodes. They are going 
to present the evidence in Lindell's symposium that starts the evening of 
11/23 and runs around the clock for a couple of days. It's on FrankSpeech 
and will likely replicate to Rumble like the cyber symposium. I'm 
guessing that some of the AGs are going to be speaking as well as other 
data scientists that were involved in figure out the algo. The point is that 
even if the PCAP data is rejected by SCOTUS for any reason, there is 
likely enough info in the case to throw out the election which is what 
Lindell said is the goal of the case. AGs are usually all good lawyers and I 
doubt 20 of them working together would present a case to SCOTUS if 
they didn't have their act together. They could have brought a huge 
amount of resources to bear to get it right. 
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If you haven't read the previous installments of my Devolution series, you can do 
here on my website: 


https://www.devolution.link/ 


Find me on Telegram here: https://t.me/patelpatriot and don’t forget to 
Subscribe to support my work! 


OOOOOOOOooeeleqQQna=aeeaeeee ee ee eee oe Oe 
Special thanks for this article go to: 


e The Kate Awakening - Telegram: 
https://t.me/thekateawakening 


e Patrick Gunnels - pgunnels (rumble.com) 


PLEASE GO SUBSCRIBE TO THESE TWO ABOVE! 


_ | 
On January 19th, 2022, it was reported that Donald Trump lost his bid to 
block the release of records to the January 6th committee. 


(CNN) — Thanks to the Supreme Court, the House select committee investigating January 6 has 
now received all the pages from the National Archives that former President Donald Trump had 


tried to block. 


The defeat of Trump's legal challenge was resounding, 
though the Supreme Court left the door open to other 
efforts to challenge certain committee fact-finding 
efforts on the basis of executive privilege. But its 
rejection of Trump's arguments |s certain to ripple 
across the considerations other witnesses are making 





related Article: Supreme Court rungs about whether to cooperate with the probe and what 
bitter legal and personal blow to Trump chances their potential legal challenges have to 
SUCCESS, 
Since then, one of the documents that Trump was supposedly attempting to 
have blocked has been released. I say “supposedly” because I think there is 
something bigger going on here which I will touch on later. For now, I want 
to show you what this document is and what it means. 


This is what MSN had to say about it: 
draft executive order that then-President Donald Trump considered signing in December 
2020 would've directed the Pentagon to seize voting machines in key states and hunt for 
evidence of fraud, according to a draft published by Politico. 


Trump never signed the executive order. But it wouldve directed the Secretary of Defense to ‘seize, 
collect, retain and analyze all machines, equipment, electronically stored information, and material 
records’ related to Trumps false claims of an international vote-rigging conspiracy to deprive him of a 


second term in the White House, 





It is unclear who wrote the draft order, which is full of legal 
language asserting presidential powers to seize the 
election equipment and conspiracy theories about the 
2020 election. 


The draft also said the defense secretary could identify 
National Guard units to be federalized to help the effort. 
Any operation for the military or federal agents to seize 
voting equipment for political purposes would've been 

unprecedented in US history, and tantamount to a coup. 





The first thing I would like to point out is that this is a “Draft Executive 
Order”. Where have we heard that before? 


Presidential Emergency Action Documents (PEADs) are executiverorders, 
proclamations, and messages to Congress that are prepared in anticipation of a range 
of emergency scenarios, so that they are ready to sign and put into effect the moment 
one of those scenarios comes to pass. First created during the Eisenhower 
Administration as part of continuity-of-government plans in case of a nuclear attack, 
PEADs have since been expanded for use in other emergency situations where the 


normal operation of government is impaired. As one recent government document 


describes them, they are designed “to implement extraordinary presidential authority, 


Presidential declarations of national emergency enable the presi- 
dent to use draft classified orders to exercise perhaps even more 
expansive powers, known variously as Presidential Emergency Ac- 
tion Documents or Presidential Emergency Action Directives 
(PEADs).' The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 


defines these documents as “[flinal drafts of Presidential messages, 
proposed legislation proclamations, and other formal documents, 
including DO] [Department of Justice]-issued cover sheets ad- 
dressed to the President, to be issued in event of a Presidentially- 
declared national emergency." They originated as part of 
Eisenhower-era planning for continuity of government (COG) 
procedures, which were intended to maintain major government 
operations during and following a nuclear exchange with the Soviet 
Union.'* The situations in which the Executive Branch plans to 
employ such procedures, however, now encompass a broad array of 
declared national emergencies.'® 

I’m not saying this is a PEAD. It’s impossible for us to know for sure but 


this appears to be a genuine draft of an Executive Order and it demands 
closer examination. 


The Draft Executive Order 


Authority 


December 16, 2020 


PRESIDENTIAL FINDINGS 
TO PRESERVE COLLECT AND ANALYZE NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION 
REGARDING THE 2020 GENERAL ELECTION 


By the authority vested in me as President of the United States pursuant to the Constitution and 
laws of the United States of America, including Article 2 section 1 of the U.S. Constitution, 

ders 12333, ational Security Presidential Memor )atid 21, the 
International Emergency Economic Powers Act (50 US.C. 1701 et seq.) (IEEPA) and all 
applicable Executive Orders derived therefrom, the National Emergencies Act (50 U'S.C.1601 
et seq.) (NBA), and section 301 of title 3, United States Code: 





First let’s check out where the date of this order (December 16, 2020) falls 
on our timeline from Devolution - Part 16: 


¢ December 15, 2020: Trump tweets twice regarding voting machines: 


Dac 15th 2020 1221143 AMEST This is BIG NEWS, Dominion Voting Machines are a disaster all over the Country. Changed 
©)sse D2 © show the results of landslide election, Cant lt this happen. Thank you for the genius, bravery, 
and patriotism of the Judge. Should get a medal! https://t.co/4WwiA83Prq 


Dec 15th 2020-21-48 AMEST Tremendous problems being found with voting machines. They are so far off it is ridiculous, 
C)ek Qeerk show Able to take a landslide victory and reduce it to a tight loss, This is not what the USA is all 
about. Law enforcement shielding machines DO NOT TAMPER, a crime. Much more to 


¢ December 16, 2020: Trump tweets regarding voting machines: 


Dec 16th 2020 1'S1:14PMEST Chris Krebs was totally excorlated and proven wrong at the Senate Hearing on the 
sak J) 222k show Fraudulent 2020 Election, Massive FRAUD took place with machines, people voting from 
out of state, illegals, dead people, no signatures—and so much more! 


¢ December 18, 2020: 45 days after the election and the due date for the 


Intelligence Community assessment required by EO 13848 


¢ December 18, 2020: Remarks by Vice President Pence at the 8th Meeting of the 


National Space Council | Cape Canaveral, FL 


0 Prior to these remarks, it was Christopher C. Miller, having been Acting 
Secretary of Defense for 1 month and 9 days, who introduced Mike Pence 


and said this: 


Look at the authorities it is drawing upon to issue this draft. 


EO 12333: United States Intelligence Activities. I had just discussed this in 
Devolution - Part 16 because on January 7th, 2021, General Nakasone 
declassified the DoD Manual $-5240.01-A. More on that again later. 


Next is Executive Order 13848, which we have covered extensively 
throughout the Devolution Series. 


Executive Order 13848 of September 12, 2018 


Imposing Certain Sanctions in the Event of Foreign 
Interference in a United States Election 


Finally, we have NSPM 13 and 21. There is little we know about these but 
Pll put forward everything I have found. 


NSPM 13 United States Cyber Operations Policy 
NSPM 21 is supposedly related to NSPM 13 according to Politico’s 
“source” so I have only modest confidence that that is the case. There is no 
other information out there regarding NSPM 21. 
The existence of the first of those memoranda is publicly known, but the 
existence of the second has not been previously reported. NSPM 13 governs the 
Pentagon’s offensive cyber operations. According to a person with knowledge 
of the memoranda, 21 makes small adjustments to 13, and the two documents 
are viewed within the executive branch as a pair. 
Authority to Conduct Cyber Operations 


On March 2nd, of 2020, Honorable Paul C. Ney, Jr., the DOD General 


Counsel, gave remarks at the U.S. Cyber Command Legal Conference 
where he made reference to NSPM 13. 


Because of the complexity and dynamism of the domain and the threat environment, the 
need for persistent engagement outside U.S. networks, and the critical advantage that cyber 
operations provide our Armed Forces, DoD must develop, review, and approve military 
cyber operations at so-called “warp-speed.’ To this end, the U.S. Government has made 
meaningful strides. You heard in 2018 that the President had issued National Security 
Presidential Memorandum-13, United States Cyber Operations Policy, or "NSPM=13” for short, 


” _ 
Condiicttime-sensitive military operations intcyberspace. Congress also has clarified that 





Cyber operationsiagainstiounnationakinterests and that such operations, whether they 


amount to the conduct of hostilities or not, and even when conducted in secret, are to be 
considered traditional military activities and not covert action, for purposes of the covert 
action statute. 

The CFAA was enacted to protect U.S. Government computers and critical banking 
networks against thieves and hackers, not vice versa; It expresses no clear indication of 
congressional intent to limit the President from directing military actions; and the more 
recent statutes | mentioned earlier specifically authorize or reaffirm the President's 
authority to direct DoD to conduct operations in cyberspace. In light of these 
considerations, t would be unreasonable and counterintuitive to interpret the CFAA as 
restricting properly authorized military cyber operations abroad against foreign actors. 
This entire speech is fascinating. They were discussing the legal authority 
the President has to authorize cyber operations in defense of the nation. 


They even discussed activities related to the election, although it was about 
influence rather than interference. Noteworthy nonetheless. 


Let me give you a concrete example. A core part of DoD’s mission to defend U.S. elections 
consists of defending against covert foreign government malign influence operations 
targeting the U.S. electorate. The bulk of DoD’s efforts in this area involve information- 
sharing and support to domestic partners, like the Department of Homeland Security and 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. But what about a U.S. military cyber operation to 
disrupt a foreign government's ability to disseminate covertly information to U.S. audiences 
via the Internet by pretending that the information has been authored by Americans inside 
the United States? Can we conduct such an operation in a manner that contributes to the 
defense of our elections but avoids impermissible interference with the right of free 
expression under the First Amendment—including the right to receive information’ The 
analysis often turns on the specifics of the proposed operation—but, in short, we believe we 


Cal. 


Few precedents address this issue directly; but, U.S. case law does provide a framework with 
at least three key strands. First, there are judicial decisions that stand for the proposition 
that the U.S. Government, in carrying out certain appropriately authorized activities, may 
incidentally burden the right to receive information from foreign sources without violating 
the First Amendment. Second, courts have recognized a compelling government interest in 
protecting U.S. elections from certain types of foreign influence—especially when that 
influence is exercised covertly. Third, government action based on the content of the speech 


will be suspect. 


In light of these precedents, DoD lawyers analyzing particular cyber operations for First 
Amendment compliance will consider a number of factors, including: whether the operation 
is targeting the foreign actors seeking to influence U.S. elections covertly rather than the 
information itself; the extent to which the operation may be conducted in a “content neutral’ 


manner; and, the foreign location and foreign government affiliation of the targeted entity. 


So to recap, the first 3 authorities listed on the draft executive order are: 


e EO 12333: Having to do with intelligence gathering 


e EO 13848: Having to do with foreign interference in a 
United States Election 


e NSPM 13 (and 21): Having to do with military cyber 
operations 


Content of the Executive Order 


So let’s look at the actual body of the draft Executive Order and see what it 
tells us. 





1, Donald J. Trump, President of the United States, find that the forensie report of the’ Antrim 
unty, Mi ‘Feleased December 13,2020, and other evidence submitted 
to me in support of this order, provide probable cause sufficient to require action under the 
authorities cited above because of evidence of international and foreign interference in the 
November 3, 2020, election. 










prepared by experts found that “the 





. The system 
intentionally generates an enormously high number of ballot errors. The intentional errors lead to bulk 
adjudication of ballots with no oversight, no transparency, and no audit trail. This leads to voter or 
election fraud." The report found the election management system to be wrought with unacceptable and 
unlawful vulnerabilities--including access to the internet--probable cause to find evidence of fraud, 
and numerous malicious actions. 


Note the date of December 13, 2020 referenced above for Antrim County, 
Michigan and note where it falls in the timeline from Devolution - Part 16. 


¢ December 12, 2020: DNI John Ratcliffe attends Army-Navy game with Trump: 


4 Safari 


Tweet 


=. John Ratcliffe @ 


: 
“Y 


Traveling with President Trump to 
honor America’s armed forces at 
today's Army-Navy game, college 
football's greatest rivalry 





¢ December 13, 2020: Trump tweets “Election under protest” while referencing 


glitches in the machines: 


Dec 13th 2020 - 5:49:39 PM EST 


Swing States that have found massive VOTER FRAUD, which is all of them, CANNOT LEGALLY 
©) cox Y ask ®) show 


CERTIFY these votes as complete & correct without committing a severely punishable crime. 


Everybody knows that dead people, below age people, illegal immigrants, fake signatures, 
prisoners... 


Dec 13tn2020° S939 PMEST and many others voted illegally, Also, machine “glitches” (another word for FRAUD), ballot 
Bak Dis O show 


harvesting, non-resident voters, fake ballots, “stuffing the ballot box’, votes for pay, roughed 
up Republican Poll Watchers, and sometimes even more votes than people voting, took... 


Dec 13th 2020 - 5:49:39 PM EST 


@) ax OD sik W show 


wplace in Detroit, Philadelphia, Milwaukee, Atlanta, Pittsburgh, and elsewhere. In all Swing 
State cases, there are far more votes than are necessary to win the State, and the Election 
itself, Therefore, VOTES CANNOT BE CERTIFIED. THIS ELECTION IS UNDER PROTEST! 


¢ December 13, 2020: Solarwinds hack is detected, 


© | covered the Solarwinds hack in Devolution - Part 11 and this will be 


coming up again later so take note that it was FireEye that discovered the 


hack: 


The draft order also states there is “evidence of international and foreign 
interference in the November 3, 2020, election.” The fact that this order 
was on standby and ready to be issued (and we don’t know for sure it 


wasn’t), tells me they had evidence of foreign interference. They then go on 
to list multiple entities with issues: 


There is also probable cause to find that Dominion Voting Systems, Smartmatie, Electronic 
SRE and Hartlnter Civie, Clarity Election Night Reporting, Edison Research, 
Sequoia, Seytl, and similar or related entities, agents or assigns, have the same flaws and were 
subject to | | There is probable cause 
to find these systems bear the same crucial code “features” and defects that allowed the same 
outside and foreign interference in our election, in which there is probable cause to find votes 
were in fact altered and manipulated contrary to the will of the voters. 









Lots of familiar names on that list from Devolution - Part 5: 


1. Member Affiliations 


Members of the EISCC include entities (companies, organizations, or components thereof} whose 
services, systems, products or technology are used by (or on behalf of) State or Local government 
in administering the U.S. election process. 


Such entities should have demonstrable working relationships with federal, state, or local election 
officials, which may include verifiable registration/accreditation with the U.S. Election Assistance 
Commission, and/or relevant contractual relationships with SLTT government election offices. 
Entities whose primary assets are elections-related may be considered for membership. 


Each Member representative shall serve until the end of their tenure with their appointing entity, 
or until the entity self-reports a change in its representation. 


The Members of the EISCC can remove a member on two thirds vote of the full membership. 


Organizing Members of the EISCC include: 


Associated Press (AP) Elections 


PCC Technology Inc. 


BPro, Inc. Pro V&V 

Clear Ballot Group Runbeck Election Services 
Crosscheck SCYTL 

Democracy Live SLI Compliance 
Democracy Works Smartmatic 

Demtech Voting Solutions Tenex Software Solutions 
Dominion Voting Systems Unisyn Voting Solutions 
ELECTEC Election Services Inc. VOTEC 

Election Systems & Software Votem 

Flectronic Registration Information Center VR Systems 

Everyone Counts 

Hart InterCivic 


MicroVote General Corp. 


The key takeaway is that the above companies were all “subject to foreign 


interference in the 2020 election of the United States.” 





is based in Toronto, Canada, and assigns its intellectual property 
including patents on its i 
(HSBC), a bank with its foundation in China and its current headquarters in London, United 

Kingdom. The Dominion Voting system is owned and controlled by foreign entities. Multiple 


g weeks, In fact, there is probable cause to fin 

a massive cyber-attack by foreign interests on our crucial national infrastructure surrounding our 
election--not the least of which was the hacking of the voter registration system by Iran. (B.0. 13800 
of May 11. 2017) 















Here we have specific references to Dominion Voting Systems and their ties 
to China. The China connection is what I covered in Devolution - Part 16. 


The draft order goes on to cite testimony from a federal case: 
Just days prior to the election of November 3, 2020, federal Judge Totenberg found, after three 
days of testimony including by Dominion executive Eric Coomers: 
There are "true risks posed by the new BMD [Ballot Marking Device of Georgia's 
Dominion Voting Systems] voting system as well as its manner implementation. These 


risks are neither hypothetical nor remote under the current circumstances. The insularity 

of the Defendants’ and Dominions stance here in evaluation and management of the 

security and vulnerability of the BMD system does not benefit the public or citizens’ 

confident exercise of the franchise. ‘The stealth vote alteration or operational interference risks 
posed by malware that can be eflectively invisible to detection, whether intentionally seeded or 
not, are high once implanted, if equipment and software systems are not properly protected, 
implemented, and audited. The modality of the BMD systems’ capacity to deprive voters of their 
cast Votes without burden, long wait times, and insecurity regarding how their votes are 
actually cast and recorded in the unverified QR code makes the potential constitutional 
deprivation less transparently visible as well, at least until any portions of the system implode 
because of system breach, breakdown, or crashes. Any operational shortcuts now in setting up 
or running election equipment or software creates other risks that can adversely impact the 
voting process, 


“The Plaintiffs’ national cybersecurity experts convincingly present evidence that this is 
not a question of "right this actually ever happen?" - but *when it will happen, 

especially if further protective measures are not taken. Given the masking nature of 
malware and the current systems described here, if the State and Dominion simply stand 
by and say, "we have never seen it” the future does not bode well. 


"Still this is year one for Georgia in implementation of this new BMD system as the first 

state in the nation to embrace statewide implementation of this QR barcode-based BMD 

system for its entire population. Electoral dysfunction - cyber or otherwise - should not 

be desired as a mode of proof. It may well land unfortunately on the State's doorstep. The Court 
certainly hopes not" [FOOTNOTE 1: Case 1:17-cv-02 989-AT Document 964 Filed 10/11/20 Page 
146 of 147] 


And, yet it did. Every defect and hazard of which Judge Totenberg warned happened in Georgia. 
Witnesses in Georgia have provided evidence of crashes, the replacement of a server, 

impermissible updates to the system, connections to the internet, and both Coffee and Ware 

counties have identified a significant percentage of votes being wrongly allocated contrary to the will of 
the voter. Coffee County Georgia has refused to certify its result. 


The Operation 


Here is where we get to the specifics of what Trump was going to do with 
this draft order. 


Accordingly, | hereby order: 
(1) Effective immediately, the Secretary of Defense shall seize, collect, retain and analyze all 
machines, equipment, electronically stored information, and material records required for 
retention under United States Code Title 42, Sections 1974-1974(e), including but not limited to 
those identified in footnote 1. 





Designated locations 








There are two things that stick out to me from this first section. 


e This draft order would give the Secretary of Defense 
(Christopher C. Miller) the discretion to determine the 
interdiction of election infrastructure. 


IN-fer-dict % gitar 
trv. in-ter-dict-ed, in-ter-dict-ing, in-ter-dicts 
1. To prohibit (an action or thing) or forbid (someone) to do something, especially by legal or ecclesiastical order. 


e “...Identified in the operation order.” - Not only is there a 
draft Executive Order to address foreign interference but 
somewhere, there is an accompanying operation order as 
well. 


Let’s continue. 


(2) Within 7 days of commencement of operations, the initial assessment must be provided to the 


Office of the Director of National Intelligence. The final assessment must be provided to the 
Office of the Director of National Intelligence no later than 60 days from commencement of 
operations. 


(3) The Director of National Intelligence shall deliver this assessment and appropriate 
supporting information to the President, the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Secretary of Defense, the Attorney General, and the Secretary of Homeland Security. 


(4) A direct liaison to be authorized to coordinate as required between the applicable USS. 


Departments and Agencies. 


(5) The Secretary of Defense may select by name or by unit federalization/of appropriate 


(6) The Assistant Secretary of Defense for Homeland Security will coordinate support 
requirements as needed from the Department of Homeland Security. 


(7) The appointment of a Special Counsel to oversee this operation and institute all criminal 
and civil proceedings as appropriate based on the evidence collected and provided all resources 
necessary to carry out her duties consistent with federal laws and the Constitution. 


Closing 


I really want to make sure you understand the significance of this draft 
Executive Order so let’s do a quick recap. 


e This order would draw upon authorities from: 
o EO 12333: United States Intelligence Activities 


o EO 13848: Foreign Interference in a US 
Election 


o NSPM 13 (21): US Cyber Operations Policy 


e The order itself tells us that there was foreign interference 
in our elections and even the machines it came from. 


e The order alludes to involvement from China. 


e The order allows for the military to step in and “interdict” 
in our federal elections. 


e The order tells us there is a separate operation order. 


The draft Executive Order is telling us that President Trump received 
intelligence (EO 12333) that there was foreign interference in our election 
(13848) and based on the inclusion of NSPM 13. Remember what we know 
about NSPM 13. 


meaningfutsttees, You heard in 2018 that the President had issued National Securitys 





This means that the intelligence that there was foreign interference in our 
elections would have been gathered in a military operation. It would have 
been CYBERCOM or the NSA, both of which are headed up by General 

Nakasone. This again leads me to believe there is something bigger as to 

why General Nakasone declassified the DoD Manual S-5240.01-A on 


January 7th, 2021: 


=_— Cleared as 
soln) oh ah inseas 9 oie ae SEs son ORB OBE 
Amended by NSA 
| CLEARED AS AMENDED 


For Open Publication 
Jan 07, 2021 


Department of Defense 
OFFICE OF PREPUBLICATION AND SECURITY REVIEW 





DoD MANUAL $-5240,01-A 


(U) PROCEDURES GOVERNING THE CONDUCT OF DOD INTELLIGENCE 

ACTIVITIES: ANNEX GOVERNING SIGNALS INTELLIGENCE 
INFORMATION AND DATA COLLECTED PURSUANT TO SECTION 1.7(C) 
OF E.0. 12333 


Purpose: (U) DoD Manual (DoDM) $240.01, including this annex, establishes procedures to conduct 
authorized activities in a manner that protects the constitutional and other legal rights of U.S. persons 
and persons in the United States as well as the privacy and civil liberties of such persons. This annex: 


© (U) Implements Section 13 Of Executive Order (B01) 12333/and provides additional govemance 
for the collection, processing, querying, retention, and dissemination of signals intelligence (SIGINT) 
information and data collected by the United States SIGINT System (USSS). 


¢ (U) Govems how the USSS will fulfill its existing responsibilities and does not confer any new 
authorities. 






This is just one draft order that was released, and I’m still baffled that it 
actually was. I don’t believe Trump has anything to hide. I’ve had the same 
mindset as Joe Lange in regard to the SCOTUS ruling allowing the J6 
committee access to Trump’s records: 


Patel Patriot 
Forwarded from Joe Lange 
This Supreme Court ruling is a giant win!! 


Think bigger! 
Trump said | gladly take all the arrows! 


He wants them to fight in court and get his taxes and archives. 
He’s trying to give the power back to the people! 

You do that by preventing crooked politicians from hiding their 
taxes and presidents from hiding their archives. 

That's how they hide their crimes. 

Trump has nothing to hide, 

He doesn't fear this, he welcomes it! 


We are setting future precedent for everything to be outin the 
open on these politicians so nothing is hidden from the people 
again 


£21 6230 @30 £65 





Everything the Democrats have done since Trump left office has 
boomeranged on them in spectacular fashion. I assumed this SCOTUS 
decision would be much of the same. I can’t imagine Trump would have left 
anything in those records that he didn’t want to be made public anyway. So 
why was this left in there? I don’t think this is a PEAD although I can’t say 
that with any certainty. Any PEADs that are actually in play and being used 
would not be subject to the Jo committee jurisdiction, at least that’s my 
understanding of how things work. 


The more important aspect here for us to understand is that there was 
evidence of foreign interference, and this circumstantially proves our 
military found it. Another reason I believe it was the military who pulled off 
the Solarwinds attack. 


This draft order lets us into the mindset of Trump. He was doing things 


behind the scenes to counter the theft. We already knew that based on the 
timeline laid out in Devolution - Part 16. This draft order was just one of the 
many options that he could have chosen from. 


He chose Devolution. 
THE BEST IS YET TO COME 


Patel Patriot 
https://t.me/patelpatriot 
God Bless you all! 


EVEN IF YOU ARE ALREADY ON MY EMAIL LIST - You can 
support my work by subscribing to this newsletter for $10 per month or 
$75 per year! Your support has been truly inspirational! 


Just click this link: 


Support Patel Patriot 
Locals Link: patelpatriot.locals.com 
Venmo Link: @patelpatriot 


xtuartb 


Jan 22-edited Jan 22 
Thank you Patel Patriot. 


This draft order is the declaration of war. It is, of course, not a declaration of 
those actions for the public. 


It establishes in sufficient detail the legitimate predicate - the basis for joinin; 
record, in the only way it could have been. It has been revealed ‘under protest 


It therefore (a) carries their imprimatur, and (b) will be read by the widest po: 


I believe this is perhaps the only way that military action within the homelan: 
destabilising the constitutional arrangements after that action is completed. It 
our) opponents - that it is a draft document 1s irrelevant. 


It is an elegant way to 'park' the Constitution rather than destroying it. 


(cf Lincoln / Civil War in some respects.) 


